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A Second 
REVIEW 
1 

4 Mr. Wars ros Account 
OF. TO 
Primitive Doxologies, GCC. 


I. 


lad no ſuch Conceit of my Performance 
F * oy in the Seaſonable Review, as to expect that 
= N Na JN Succeſs from it, which has been endeavou- 

red without any Effect, by Perſons of mnch 
greater Abilities: Namely, that it ſhould con ce 


| 2 Mr. J/hifton of any Danger or Abſurdity in his Scheme 


of Chriſtianity, or induce him to a ſerious Recanta- 
tion of his Errors. To any one who reads his Ac- 
count of his own Conduct and Opinions, it will be 
obvious to take notice, that from hrs firſt ſetting out 
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Gho# has made our Over ſcer, yet we cannot think 


(4) 4 
he has gradually advanced in Hereſie, and ſeem'd per- Nurſelves 
petually fond of embracing ſuch fantaſtical Notions Me expr 
as he had never heard of before. Bur ] did really ex- Woncerr 


$5, 


pect, when I underſtood he had a Second Letter in ind blaſ 
the Preſs, that he would have made ſome Acknow- Chriſtia 
ledgements of his Raſhneſs at leaſt, and Indiſcretion his Reli. 
in attacking the Biſhop in whoſe Dioceſs he lives, its Fe 
with ſuch ill Manners and Indecency, as is neither to be poſed te 
parallell'd by any Example, nor juſtified from any n imp! 
Principles throughout thoſe ancient Ages he pretends the Pei 
ſo much to reverence. I was the rather confirm'd in him a 
this Opinion, becauſe I oblery'd, that formerly he had Ghoſt 74 
proteſs'd himſelf to be very ſorry for an inſolent Let- Fcleanſe 
ter he had written to another a of the ſame ſacred Our 
Order, when hon the Review, he found it to be 2% feſs to | 


"5 
"4 


ſharp and ſo unbecoming, as to the Style. But with ther tr: 


Horror and Aſtoniſhment I ſee, that inſtead of re- appeal 
tracting in the preſent Caſe, he {till carrys on the who ſh 
Farce: He pretends that his Lordſhip cannot be fairly order t 
underſtood in any other Senſe than he had repre- ,} materi: 
ſented him, and aſſerts, That the manner of his wii- Þ tion of 
ting did properly ariſe from his Lordſhip's own Letter, has gr 
and that his Lordſhip directly and immediately gave the reply'd 
Occaſion for it*, Twould be an Injury to common # which 
Senſe, to ſuppoſe Mr. MWhiſton in earneſt in all this; F ſuch n 
and therciore | can only beg of him tor his own lake, the fo 
ſeriouſly to conſider and repent of this his Wickedneſs, may n 
and pray God, if perhaps the Thought of his Heart may ſertior 
be forgiven himes. £5 ders b 

He was however in the right to ſuppoſe, d that as mit o. 
well the matter as the manner of his Letter has offend- and pe 
ed not a few. For whatever Indignation we conceive 4 Bu 
at ſo ſcurrilous a Treatment of him whom the /Zo/y this ii 
in ger 


* 5 5 — — ther 
2 D. Lloyd late Bp. of Worceſter, ſee Hiſtor. Preface, p. 28. | 
b Second Letter, p. 4. Act. 8.22, 4 Second Letter, p. 4. e Se 


5 ourſelves 


IS 


per-Wurſclves wanting in our Regards to his Lordſhip, if 
ions e expreſs a much warmer Reſentment and a deeper 
ex- Woncern, to hear that Holy Gho## himſelf reviled 
in Ind blaſphemed, who placed him over us. What 


W- Chriſtian can bear, without a bleeding Heart, to ſee 
tion His Religion thus {tabb'd in its Vitals, or undermin'd 
ves, In its Foundations! to fee his Hopes of Salvation ex- 


be poſed to the Scoffs and Ridicule of Infidels, by ſuch 


” 


* 
Pa 


any Mn impudent Denial of that Dignity and Power in 
nds the Perſon of our Redeemer, which might render 
1in him a worthy Ranſom able to ſave, or in that Holy 
had Ghoſt the Comforter, which is neceſſary to enlighten, 
et- cleanſe and ſanctifie us! Ds 8 

red Our Author's Aſſertions upon this Subject, I con- 
40% felſs to be both many and bold. But that they are nei- 
ith ther true in themſelves, nor proved to the World, © 1 
re- appeal from him to every Man's own Conſcience, 
the who ſhall ſeriouſly weigh the Merits of the Cauſe in 
7% order to decide between us. He has omitted ſome 
re- material Obſervations in the Review, under the no- 
7i- tion of Things of very ſmall conſequence; * others he 
er, has groſſly miſrepreſented; and to the reſt he has 
he reply'd either by boldly repeating the ſame Aſſertions 
on # which were before overthrown, or elle by adding 
IS; # ſuch new Colours and Evaſions as can never endure 
a. | . 

de, the force of ſtrict Reaſoning. However, that he 
„ may not complain of being condemn'd by bare Aſ- 
a) ſertions, nor the leſs attentive or leſs judicious Rea» 
ders be impoſed on by his falſe Reaſonings, I will tub- 
mit once more to the Penance of going over all again, 
and pointing out his great Miſtakes. . 

But firſt of all I muſt deſire the Reader to keep 


this in his Mind, that the Controverſy between us 1s 


ik in general reducible to two Queſtions. One is, Whe- 


. 


— ther the preſent Form of Doxology obſerv'd in the 
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© Second Letter, p. 4. 1 P. 43. 


Church, 


(6) 
Church, be capable of Defence from the primitive 4 3 
Uſages or Practice of the Church of Chriſt? The Hing ! 
other is, Whether the other Forms contended for by 59» tha 


this Author, may notwithſtanding or ought to be 


pecome 0 


continued, upon account of that Example which 
they are confeſſed to have in the ſame primitive An- 


tiquity ? If the former of theſe Queſtions be reſoly'd 


Upon 


in the affirmative, and the latter in the negative, 1 
conceive this Controverſy muſt end in Favour of the 150 an 
Advance. 


preſent Practice, and there will be no need of fartner 


Diſpute to juſtify our Form of Doxology. 
The Former of theſe Queſtions will 


be beſt de- 


ger ſtood 
Plory 10 


cided by running through the Particulars ſtated in e 5 
the Seaſonable Review, and examining how far they Ae 1! 
have been weaken'd by this Author's Objections. hree . 

Only I would premiſe, that when he calls 8 this :quivale 

Form unſcriptural, the Meaning of that Word is am- Put nam 
biguous. If he means no more than this, that it is F* God 6 
not to be found in ſo many Words in any of the ſa- e reply 
cred Writings, I readily grant it in this Senſe to be H Que 
unſcriptural, becauſe I know of no ſuch Text in all F mor 
the Bible as this, Glory be to the Father, and to the . H 
Son, and to the 11oly Ghoſt. But then I doubt there F/ ze 
will lye the ſame Objection againſt his other Form ia —_—_— 
the Holy Spirit, and indecd againſt all Forms of publick % 7 
Worſhip whatever, unlis he can give us better Proof 1 oo 
of the Authority of his Conſlitutions, than he has yet | th et 
been able to do. Nor can it indeed be any ways e Qu 


maintain'd, that all the Phraſes of our publick Wor- 4 


ſhip ought to be taken immediately from holy Writ. 


If by unſcriptural he means that it has no Foundation 
in the Books of Scripture, that there is nothing there 


to authorize this Form of Doxology, then I utterly 
deny it in that Senſe to be unſcriptural; and till he 
has made out ſo black a Charge againſt it, it is but 
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s Second Letter, p. 9, 38. 
| raving 


9 aving inſtead of arguing, to enquire h how a Doxo- 


Jogy, that was once heretical, can ever, by long Uſe, 
Fecome orthodox. h 
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Upon Suppoſition of the Orthodox Doctrine being 
rue, and to be proved by other Arguments, I had 
I dvanced i that the whole three Perſons ought to be un- 
Werſtood to be included in thoſe Doxologies which aſcribe 
Glory to God, without naming any Difference of Per- 
Fons. And I confirm'd the Aſſertion by a plain In- 
Mance in the Apocalypſe, where in the compaſs of 
three Verſes * we have two Doxologies mention'd as 
TA equivalent, of which one renders Glory to God, with- 
out naming any Difference of Perſons; the other both 
o God and to the Lamb. And what has Mr. J/hiſton 
u. to reply to this? Beſides correcting a flight Error in 


be my Quotation, not affecting the Argument, he has 
all no more to ſay but | Sure this is ſtrange Rea ſon- 
tha Bus. Was it not fitter for Men to give Glory diſtinctiy 
ere % the Lamb, i. c. to Chriſt conſider d as the Paſchal 
z Lamb, who redeem'd them from their Sins, than for 
ck he Angels who had never fallen into Sin at all, and ſo 
dor W909 in no need of ſuch Redemption? To this I need 


pnly return 


yet Sure this is ſtrange anſwering, ſince 


be Queſtion is not what was Fitteſt to be done, of 
Frhich Mr. I hiſton might in Modeſty ſuppoſe himſelf 
po proper Judge; but what was done in fact, whe- 
ther the Amen, by which theſe Forms are manifeſtly 
Fonnected, does not clearly evince them to be Forms 
ef like Meaning or Importance. It is a Notion, 
: got without ſome Countenance from Antiquity, that 


the Angels themſelves receive ſome Confirmation of 


1 
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Second Letter, p. 38. i Seaſonable Review, p. 6, 7, 8. | 
ing F k Rev. 7. IO, 11, 12, | Second Letter, p. 42. 


their 


(8) 


their Holineſs from the Merits of our Redeeme:ſi 
But whether that be ſo or no, it was certainly ver 


fit for them to worſhip him in that Capacity, or el | = 
St. John would not have told us, that the four Bea, — 
(or Seraphim) and many Angels, and every Creatur, him.“! 
which is in Heaven, aſcribed unto the LAMB, Bleſſin: , 4 8% ere 
Honour, Glory, and Power mn. Coma 

He is ſenſible I am not alone in my Notion of b e e 
kind of Doxologfes, but that many of the Athanaſian Phrase 
(as he loves to call the Orthodox) have thought 190 no leſs 
ſame. But why cannot it be ſaid (ſays n he) once fol aſſume 


all, that all the Doxologies, Prayers to the Father a. the D 
lone, or Son alone, or Holy Ghoſt alone, do alſo 22 Y | betwe 
to the whole J rinity; ; and that by the Father, or Son and P. 
or Holy Ghoſt, is always in Scripture meant Father | 
Son, PP Holy Gboſt together. This is the proper Reſu, 1 
of ſuch Athanaſian Reaſonings; and the Athanaſiar } 
Hypotheſis will never be complete, and of a piece, lg 
its Patrons venture boldly and direftly to aſſert it; now Mr. 1; 
does our Author ſeem ill diſpoſed for ſuch an Underill ing ir 
king. But why ſo faſt, good Mr. Yhifton ? You? Conſeg 
Author is not ſo tame a Cr cature as you may imagine | 
you ſhall no more drive him to Sabellianiſin, than oY 1 
duce him into Ariauiſm; no more catch him at cn cient 

founding the Perſons, than dividing the Subſtance , bl | juſt m 
find him always mindful of that golden Sentence d | urged 
Dionyſius of Alexandria, long before the Diſpute bei] a fran 
tween Alexander and Arius, or the Figure which 4% F /abti] 

thanaſius afterwards made on that Occaſion. —Thuſ Fond ( 


ſings | 
plain 
ſcende 
Phraſe 


(ſays he) do we extend the Unity undivided into Nin Churc, 
ty, and again we contract the Trinity undiminiſh'd 9 abuſe 
all A 
mn Rev. 5: 8, 11, I2, 13, I 4. » 7, 42: Tp 
o S 2 Hels FE T6 T reid 7 D wnvede WAKTUIONE! = Nauge los, r Set 


2 T&AWIN 2 c My peice 616 7 e (vu ahas 0z Dio 
Alex. apud Athanaf. de Sent. Dionyſ. S. 17, tom. I. p.255. ech 


Pariſ. 1698. 
ariſ. 169 III. nh 


OT (9) 
III. 


ii The Glory which is given to the Father 7hrough 
r ell: the Son, could not be meant as given to the Father 
raft alone, or to denote the Son inferior in Nature to 
him, but to expreſs either that myſterious Relation, 
Sing whereby the Son derived his Efſence by an eternal 
| 4 Communication from the Father, ſo that the Glory. 
Thi render'd to him does redound, or (in Trenæus's P 
ian Phraſe) through him aſcend to the Father; or elle that 
1 1 no leſs myſterious Oeconomy, whereby the Son of God 
e jo 3 aſſumed the Human Nature to a perſonal Union with 
the Divine, and is become the powerful Mediator 
elo between God and Man, through whom our Prayers 
Son and Praiſes muſt be offer'd up, and the divine Bleſ- 
the) F ſings pour'd out upon us4. Either Way here is a 
e plain Acknowledgment of his moſt glorious and tran- 
altar ſcendent Dignity. But of this Expoſition of the 
» /'S Phraſe, and the Authorities I had urged to ſupport it, 
Hoon Mr. I hiſton is pleaſed to take no Notice, as rec kon- 
ing it, I ſuppoſe, among other Things of very ſmall 
Y ou! J Conſequence. ; 
Sing] With the ſame Neglect he paſſes over what I of- 
in ſe f {erg concerning the concluding Clauſe of ſome an- 
— cient Doxologies, in the Holy Ghoſt; ſaving that he 
buy juſt mentions the Paſſage of Athenagoras, which I had 


-c OY urged to confirm it, and rejects it with Diſdain *, as 
1 bell a ſtrange philoſophical Paſſage, reckoning it among the 
" | ſubtil Notions of ſome Chriſtians, in the end of the ſe- 
7-6 cond Century, after Philoſophy was gotten into the 


Church. 1 profcls I know not what to make of ſuch 
abuſive Treatment of the primitive Writers and De- 


I. 11 
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7 iren,” I £.-0. 36. pet. . 337 | 
4 Vid. Socrat. Hiſt. Eccl. lib. Z. c. 21, & notas Valeſii. 
r Second Letter, p. 43. | 
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fenders of our Faith, from one who would pretend 
He ſhould 8 
have ſhewn us what corrupt Part of Philoſophy there 
is contain'd in this Afertion of the Father and the 


to build ſo much on their Authority. 


Son being one in the Unity and Power of the Spi- 
71t5, And he ſhould have made it probable, that 


they who wrote Apologies in the Name of their 
Fellow-Chriftians, would decline ſpeaking in ſuch 8 
Language as was receiv'd and allow'd among them. 
(Such Writings have been always reckon'd the moſt FF 


authentick Teſtimonies of the Doctrine of the Church.) 
If neither of theſe can be evinced, I hope it could 
be no Fault merely to have ſtudied Philoſophy : Mr. 
Fhiſton at leaſt will not aſſert it, left he ſhould for 


that Reaſon Le himſelf rejected as an incompetent 


Teacher of Divinity. But which is moſt of all ſur- 
prizing, the very Man who treats this ancient Writer 
with ſuch Rudeneſs and Indecency, when appealed to 
on the ſide of Orthodoxy, has himſelf * produced the 
very ſame Paſſage, to prove that the three Perſons 
are not entirely ſeparate, independent Beings, but the 


Lon and Spirit are, in his Senſe, intimately united to 


the ſupreme God, &c. I thought I might with as 


much Reaſon apply it to the Unity in the Catholick 
Senſe, as he did in the Arias. 


And it ſeems he is 
conſcious of its being more applicabic ro my Purpoſe, 
which makes him io torward to diſown its Authority, 
when produced by any other but himſelf, In this 
Acceptation we tee the Juſtice of S. Bafi/'s Aſſertion, 

that 


5 
. 3 — — — * — * 
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& that the Particle in is not /e/s honourable than the o- 
ther, but often uſed inflead of it, as a Term of equal 
Importance. And tho' he allows , among the va- 
® rious Senſes of that Particle, that it may be taken 
not fo directly to intend a Confeſſion of his Dignity, 
das of our own Weakneſs without his Aſſiſtance; yer 
this very Acknowledgment of his Ability to help us, 
does it ſelf imply or include in it the higheit Me- 
thod of Doxology x. 

But if our Author lights the Authority of Athena- 
goras and Baſil, yet let him yield at leaſt to thoſe 
Paſſages he has produced from! Origen, which ma- 
nifeſtly ſpeak of theſe Forms of Doxology, as aſcri- 
bing to the Son and Holy Ghoſt, the ſame Praiſe and 
Glory with the Father himſelf. The firſt of them is 
that * where he gives us this Deſcription of the Be- 
ginning of publick Prayers, 4 Oes Ag Neu (wdego- 
Aoſs rd & r dyiw avdudl cwvprzſes. Which Mr. 
Whiſfton renders thus, God being glorified through Chriſt, 
who is mention'd with him in Doxologies, and celebra- 
ted in the Holy Spirit, who is mention'd with him in 
Hymns. Who would not imagine from this Verſion, 
that there were at leaſt rwo-Words in the Greek, to 
is expreſs theſe Words, being glorified; and theſe, who 
e, is mention'd with him in Doxologies, in the firſt Branch; 
„ as allo the Words celebrated, and who is mention'd 


'S with him in Hymns, in the other Branch? And yet 
N there is really but one Word for them in each. Let 
4 | „ 


—— — 


c TH Ale icæs, 4 Ve ©, airs ou, WOINAYS e- 
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2 Origen. de Orat, p. 145. alias 134. | 

B 2 us 


(32) 


us try therefore if it be not better render'd in this 
Manner; God being together glorified through Chriſt, 
together hymnified (or celebrated with Hymns) in the 
Holy Spirit, Which I take to be a clear Intimation 
that the Son and Holy Ghoſt, even when introduced 
by the Particles 24% & , were meant to be join'd in 
the ſame Worſhip and Glory with the Father; other- 

wiſe the Particle (uw, together, is in Origen's Com- 
pounds without Force or Significance. 


Nor is this Matter any other way decided by the 


Account he gives a little afterward of the Concluſion 
of publick Prayers, by ſinging Hymns and Doxologies to 


the Father of the Univerſe, thro' Feſus Chriſt, in the Holy 


Spirit : To whom be Glory for ever a. Here is firſt an 
Account of the publick Form Þ of Doxology; and then 


there is Origen's own private Doxology ſubjoin'd, 


which may ſerve as a Key or Expolition of the other, 
the Relative ws, or 10 whom undoubtedly referring 
not to the Father alone, (as Mr. I hiſton would have 
it) but either to the three Perſons as united in the 
ſame Nature and Eſſence, or to the Father as com- 
municating the divine Nature to the So and Holy 
Ghoſt, and fo becoming one with them, united in the 
ſame Majeſty and Glory. If Origen in his Zeal againſt 
ſuch Hereticks as made the So Superior to the Fa— 


zher, has ſometimes bent his Diſcourſe too much the 


other way, and even gone beyond Mr. Mhiſton him- 
ſelf, as to the Point ot Invocation, this ought not to 
be ſet againſt fo plain a Relation of the Senſe and 
Practice of the Church, in which his Teſtimony 1s 
much more conſiderable. 


4 A 
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IV. 


3 The Examples of Glory aſcribed directly to the Son, 


g the ſame manner as it is to the Father, are not (I 
ve ſhewn) ſo rare or unuſual as this Author would 


ſinuate. A multitude of other Teſtimonies might 
added, if a few that are confeſs'd and allow'd, were 


ot ſufficient to eſtabliſh the Point in Queſtion, and 
xtort from our Author himſelf this remarkable Con- 
fon, or this Aſſertion rather as an Article of his 
Freed ©, that divine Honour and Worſhip is due to the 


2 5 only by Doxologies, but by proper Adoration; 


direct and diſtinct Invocation, and Thankſgiving to 


& alſo. 


Yet ſince he eliwwhere « declares that zhe Father a- 


1 ne is to be primarily wor ſhipped and adored, or in the 
% proper Senſe, and in the higheſi Manner, it will be 
Þoper to eſtabliſh ſomewhat more fully the Import 


@ Dciign of theſe Doxologies. And how in the firſt 
Wace will our Author clear himſelf of Contradiction? 


"For what elſe is Doxology and proper Adoration; what 
ic is direct and diſtintt Invocation and Thankſgiving, 
Kt religious Worſhip i the moſt proper Senſe, and in 


q he higheſt Manner? And if this then be that divine 


Vonour and Worſhip which is due to the Son, and yet 


which the Father alone is to be worſhipped and a- 


4 bred, I confeſs it excecds my Skill, and J doubt Mr. 


4 Vbiflow s too, to make theſe two Ar ticles of his Faith 
@niittent. He has put in the Word primarily as a 
eving Clauſe, and adds afterwards®, that rhe Son was 


4 or ſhipped by the firſt Chriſtians in quite another man— 


Nr, with other inferior Titles and Appellations; and 
7⁰ as the Vi ſcegerent, and oy the NO, and 1 


Þ —_—_—_ 


rim. Cbriſ. Vol. 4. Art. 18. p.324. 4 1bid, Art, 2. p. $4: 
F. 70. See alſo Second Letter, p. 11, 12, | 
E | the 


hiſton ſeems not to be wholly inſenſible, when he 


ing his Conceſſion that there are both ſcriptural and 


merly drew up for the Uſe of the Charity Schools aud 


( 14) 

the Glory of the Supreme God the Father. But where, I 4 
muſt ſtill inſiſt, can be the difference in the manner, Abo 
when neither the one has more, nor the other leis Fven hir 
than proper and direct Adoration? when both receive I alcri 
that divine Honour and Worſhip which can be given to Cd, tl 
none but the ſupreme God, without manifeſt Tdolatry ? Mor Tra 
Of this in particular with relation to Doxologies, Mr. ture 7 
which 
complains f of the Form commonly received as 4ſci-Iſſue. 

bing EQUAL Glory and Praiſe, not to the Son only, fore en 
but alſo to the Holy Spirit. And from hence he has ligence. 


conceived ſuch an Averſion to it, that notwithſtand-· to his p 


Strengt 


Pur Ca 
ends t 


other ancient Examples of Worſhip paid to the Son, Text J 


yet in all the different Forms of Doxology he for- (ze 
Al. 


Pariſhes in Cambridge, 8 there is not one that runs in] this ma 


this Form, but two of 'em are directed to the Fa. Leb. 


ther alone, and the other three are addreſs'd to him And 7% 
thro' the Son, and thro', in or by the Holy GHH. He Lenſe; ; 
will plead without doubt, what is intimated in hi Het 77 
late Letter, h that the Ground of his Diſlike is the}/997 —— 
known and avow'd Deſign of this Form to confelsÞ}'9 7he /c 
their Equality in Eſſence and Glory. But then let him %) 70 
not blame us, if we in like manner diſapprove of the] theſe his 
Forms which he propoſes, not becauſe the Words do me leave 
neceſſarily imply any thing ill in themſelves, but be. to und 
cauſe they are now abuſed by an heretical Pravity, ta contradi 
multiply the Objects of Worſhip, and infer a diverſ{i-N*8grand 
ty of Nature or Efſence. Oh! But what, no diffe- Great H. 
rence between them who judge right, and who judge fron 
wrong in this matter! yes a wide difference, no doubt divine N 
but here again we reckon the Advantage on ouffLef all 
ſide, and Mr. Mhiſton muſt at leaſt allow us to thin ROH 
— — man I Vid. 
9. 3. p. 6c 


Jetter of Thanks, p. 16. s See for. Preface, p. 128-130. 
n Second Letter, p. 12. 5 5 


ov 


(15) 


L zur Cauſe as good, as he himſelf imagines and pre- 
>, if ends to prove his own, 

ner, Above the reſt, there is one Text which has 
leis ven him much Trouble and Uneaſineſs, and ſo 4 
eive My aſcribes to Chriſt the Character of the Supreme 
Cod, that except he can ſome way alter the Reading 


n to 

ry? or Tranſlation, this Diſpute of his Equality in Na- 

Mr ture with the Father, and the Equality of Glory 
which is due to him, muſt be brought to a very ſhort 


ue. Our Author ſees the Conſequence, and there- 
fore endeavours this Alteration with his utmoſt Di- 
ligence. But his Undertaking has ſucceeded ſo little 
to his purpoſe, that it may be juſtly reckoned to add 
Strength and Confirmation to the contrary. The 
rext 1 mean, is that of St Paul, i iZ ov 0 Rea50s 7 
. (agen % wy Ian @avluy Org Cnakerois eig 1 . 
you Which Mr. Whiſton K will have render'd in 
this manner, Of whom was Chrift according to the 
Fa (Fleſh. The God over all be eyes for ever. Amen. 
him And the Language he contends ! 7s very natural in this 
Hel Senſe; that when St. Paul bad been enumerating the 
1 hid great Privileges derived to his Nation from God the Fa- 
. theſt/her —— he ſhould break out into an Acknowledgement 
nfeſsg % the ſame God the Father, and apply a known Doxo- 
him 4%) to him The ſupreme God be bleſſed for ever for 
f theſ8 theſe his Mercies. Amen. But then he muſt give 
1s do me leave to take notice, that it is at leaſt as natural 
t be- to underſtand the Apoſtle to mention the Divine in 
5 to contradiſtinction to the human Nature, and to be ſtill 
verſi-Naggrandizing the Privileges of the Jes, from the 
diffe- great Honour that was done them by Chriſt's ſpring- 
judgefing from them according to the Fleſh, who as to his 
zubt;Þdivine Nature is tranſcendently ſuperior, who is God 
ou over all bleffed for ever. 


thing 


— — 


"I Rom. 9 5 second Letter, p. 39. 0 
m Vid. D. Grab. not. in Bull. defenſ. fid. Nic. Sect. 2. cap. 3. 


. 3. p. 60. 
And 


—1 30. 


ov 
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"1 203 
And as this Senſe is no leſs natural in it ſelf, ſo it 
is much more agreeable to the Style of St. Paul, 


tion'd juſt before, and the Expreſſion is thereby de- 
termined immediately to him n. Mr. MWhiſton indeed 
allows that our Tranſlation would be neceſſary, if 
the Participle © wy were put by it ſelf. But he thinks 
that d & with the Article, makes the Caſe different; 
i. e. it breaks it off from the foregoing Sentence, and} 
refers it to the Subſtantive enſuing. But if he will 
be judg'd by St. Paul, the beſt Interpreter of his} 


pear from this Example, where Mr. Mbhiſton himſelf 
will not ſcruple to apply the Phraſe to the foregoing |} 
Subſtantive. The God and Father of our Lord Jeſus 
Chri#, o wv MN eig 189 PTTL 11 who 1S bleſſed fork : 
evermore, knoweth that I lie not o. 

As to his Obſervation, Hat all St. Paul's Doxoto-| ; 
gres elſewhere, belong only to the Father, tis neither 
true in it ſelf, nor of any force if it were. For as 


he allows p St. Peter to have directed a Doxology, doubtec 


altho' but once, expreſſly and only to Feſus Chriſt him- out ſo 


ſiſt him 


ſelf, fo if there were no other Example of St. Paul's 


to | 


7% any b 


who tho' he ſometimes breaks out in ſuch ſuddenWyc con 


Doxologies to the Father, yet it is when he is men- 


fore ma 
Obſcuri 
the Oct 
apprehe 
ſtood, 
a falſe ! 


an Impe 


ö N | Mr. N 


Peter, 
_ own meaning, the Caſe is ſtill the fame, as may ap- 


feſt Ind 
g ννάν 
Domini 
ſeemed 
piſtle “ w. 
A wy. — 
FOR I 

How 
I therto, 


doing the like, yet this Inſtance alone would be a- any oth 
bundantly ſufficient. Bur I am not fingular in my this Ac 
Opinion, that St. Paul's ule of the Word ue de- drawn 
termines another 4 of his Doxologies to Chriſt, and 3 fingle ] 
that a third * is by the Form of Expreſſion diſtin&ly N NU 
referred to the three Perſons in the Godhead®. 7 expreſl 
Mr. Whiſton adds, That if this be a true and proper Concli 
Doxology (1 ſuppoſe he means a Doxology in the Im. an Arg 
Perative] as the Amen ſeems to imply, it cannot belong 2 
Bo . — e t S 
n See Dr. Grabe's Inflances of Deſects in Mr. W iſton, p. 24. * Vid 

0 2 Cor. 11. 31. pP Letter of Thanks, P. 9. | : xi 
a2 Tim. 4. 18. Rom. 11. 36. s See Dr. Grabe, p.25 | 1.57 


mer app 


(17) 
o any but the Father. [1 ſuppoſe he means, it cannot 
be connected with the foregoing Clauſe, and there- 


nen- fore may be reaſonably applied to the Father. ] The 
de. Obſcurity or Incautiouſneſs of his Expreſſion, was 
Iced the Occaſion, I ſuppoſe, that Dr. Grabe * did not fully 
» If} apprehend his Argument. But when fully under- 
inks ſtood, it is of no force, becauſe manifeſtly built upon 
= ; a falſe Foundation, viz. that the Amen ſeems to imply 


an Imperative Doxology. For however it may ſeem to 
Mr. Mbiſton, 'tis certain it ſeemed otherwiſe ro St. 
Peter, who has ſubſcribed the fame Amen to a mant- 
feſt Indicative Doxology, d i5w i geg, C 5 xexms eis 
rg aiava; Þ aiwywy. A. To whom ISI Glory and 
5 4 Dominion for ever and ever. AMEN v. And ſo it 
I ſeemed to St. Paul, who has done it in this very E- 


Ain. 
FOR EVER. AMEN. | 

cher How unhappy is our Author in his Allegations hi- 
r as therto, to be thus evidently born down by the un- 
doubted Phraſe and Style of the Apoſtle himſelf, with- 
out ſo much as the help of a various Reading * to aſ- 
1 ſiſt him! And what Arguments has he produced from 
any other Conſiderations to juſtifie his Departure from 
my this Acceptation, from which nothing thould have 
drawn him, but the moſt evident Neceſlity ? His 
and ſingle Inſtance in the Septuagint 7, where the Word 
& us is put after Gees, and yet the Verb t5w not 


8 


J expreſſed, might perhaps be urged as a Reply, if his 


4 Concluſion had been otherwiſe ſupported, but not as 
an Argument to prove it, or be {ct in oppoſition to 


t See Dr. Grabe, p 25. r-1 Pet. 4.11. W Rom. 1. 25. 
X Vid. D. Mill. in loc. 
eee Oe, Yo ſuatg, Ino[nmy te neh Yul , 
5 Paal. 67. 20. alias 68. 19. Tho' even here tis to be noted that the 
to latter Clauſe only anſwers to the Hebrew, and therefore the for- 

| mer appears to be interpolated and of little Authority, 


C thoſe 


4 7. — — 


= c OY 8 


piſtle v, avg ＋ xricœſſ, os t5w U Nνjs eis PIT 


More than the Creator, who 18 BLESSED 
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(18) 
thoſe numerous Examples * where the Caſe is other- | gde 
wiſe, or to the uſual Style of the Apoſtle, whoſe 2 5 
meaning is the thing in queſtion. Well, but the Epi- P 15 
thet & doſnade was always, he proceeds, in the Scriptures 755 
[ appropriated to the Father, and ALMOST alwaysin ©, 
. Antiquity alſo. It ſeems then, as to Antiquity he gives Na 0 
nn up the point: And as to Scripture, I would have him; mo 
remember that uzz«e4:s Sede, Which is the Title of 10 a 
Chriit, a ſignifies he bleſſed God as well as KN, 406 
and that it cannot be ſtrange if he who is ſo often Pro 
b glorified by the Word 4acſyutrcs, which is uſed in- 50 
ll differently by the LXX*® (to anſwer the ſame Hebrew |! "Os 


0 hs | be ſides. 


ö Word) ſhould in this place of the Apoſtle be term'd fl ® by 
| &nroſyms, eſpecially ſince in one of the Places referr'd |! Ts 
to,* the very Word s is uſed according to ſome @ 
_ Copies. | = * 
* I have taken more notice of theſe Objections than | — 
0 they really deſerve, becauſe our Author has thought ; 
if em ſo conſiderable as to give himſelf the trouble of for 
| repeating 'em in his Second Letter ©, All that he ob- zh | 
05 jects farther, may be reduced to this one Aſſertion, gue 
l' which I had ſufficiently guarded againſt before; viz. | by 
lr That the known Phraſe, 5 n waylw Eto, the God over | * 
5 all, both in the Scripture and moſt primitive Antiquity, — © 
| direflly and fingly means God the Father. But to en- 5 
1 ter upon a re- examination; ſuppoſing his Obſerva -“ 
| tion were juſt as tO all other Inſtances beſides this be- . 1 
# fore us, yet if it appears from the Form of the Ex- - 
$ preſſion, and the Apoſtle's way of ſpeaking in other] 
laces, to be here applied to the Son, then this muſt F i 
| | be ſufficient warrant to authorize our Application of f 
1 it to him, altho' there were no other ſuch Authority Þ F 
2 Vid. Kircher, concord in voce M, and D. Whitby in : 
. Rom. 9. 5. „„ 5 
i b Plal. 118. 26. Mat. 21. 9. & 23. 39. Mar. 11.9. Luke 19.38. 
i . 3 Shakes ut ſupra. d Nat. 21.9. Vid. D. Mill. in loc. 
=. 5 5 


TY} 


beſides. As to the 5 it ſelf, I know but one 
Place more where the Phraſe occurs, and thar not 
exactly in the ſame Form; EI ©toc 5 PLAST Toy! 75 
6 Mi waviwy, one God and Father of all, who is above 
(or over) all f. From whence it can no more be in- 
ferr'd, that this is the peculiar Title of the Father 
as oppoſed to Chrif, than it may be from the Paſ- 
ſage before us, that it belongs to him alone in ex- 
cluſion of the Father. But as to Antiquity, J pro- 
duced an Example from Euſebius, which has given 
our Author, I perceive, a partic ilar Uneaſineſs. It 


is the Example of a whole City of Chriſtians in Ph ia, 


molt cruelly deſtroy'd with all its Inhabitants, in the 
Time of the Diocleſian Perſecution, where the Mar- 
tyrs died calling upon Chriſt the God over all 8 As to 
theſe Words of Euſebius, it ſeems, Mr. Whiſton can- 
not tell how to believe they are genuine. But why? 


for (ſays he) 'tis no way likely that OUR Euſebius, 


of all Men then living, ſhould CHUSE. to repreſent 
this matter, as our Copies now have it. Burt from 
whence ſo ſure of his Man? Euſebjus, he knows, 
ſubſcribed among his Brethren at the Council of 


Nice; and tho' he has been ſuſpected by ſome learn- 


ed Men, yet he has not wanted Advocates to vindi— 


cate him from the Charge of Ariani/m. And more 


particularly with relation ro this Phraſe, we find him 
elſewhere {peaking of the ſecond Perſon in the very 
Terms of that Text but juſt now mentioned from 
the Epiſtle to the Epheſians, and aſſerting the J/ord 
of God to be OVER ALL, and thro all, and in all 
things viſible and W ible. h 
C2 But 
f Eph. 4. 6. | 
8 Hor y 8» Alu KCAS ievwy ox ly aw 4:9 09» 4 T Oguyioy 
oy xv XA ] 0. bg TE v Nr es, vert ock, au = 
rg, &uG ViTIOLG Vue, T kN. reihen Oeder xeas 0) E716 WOE) 85. 
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But admit his Principles inclined to Ariani/m, yet 
muſt they needs keep him from giving a true Ac- 
count of the Facts that came before him? What! 
Cannot an Arian be a faithful Hiſtorian, nor CHUSE, 
zo repreſent a Matter as it really was? At this rate 
there is as little Ground to depend upon that Sect, as 
upon the Athanaſians; and Mr Mhiſton may e' en ſpare 
himſelf the Pains of any farther Enquiries, ſince 


there is no poſſible way for him to come at the Know- 


ledge of Antiquity. Nay even his own Repreſenta- 


tions are much to be ſuſpeCted, ſince he is one, it 


ſeems, who would ſo CH USE to repreſent a Matter 
that it may ſerve his Purpoſe. . 
Well; but at leaſt to give ſome Colour to his Suſ- 
picions, he obſerves that Euſebius, in the Chapter be- 
fore, [peaks of a like Application of the Martyrs to God 


under the ſame Character, directly as diftinft from Je- 


fas Chriſt, From whence he ſhrewaly ſuſpects that ei- 
ther the Word ſhould be put in, or yes ſhould 
be left out, that ſo the Style may be the fame in both 
Places. But let the Reader take notice, that in the 
Chapter before, Euſebius ſpeaks not in his own 
Words, but in thoſe of Phileas the Martyr, nor of the 
ſame Martyrs in Phrygia, but of ſome others about 
that Time at Alexandria; (and where then is the Ne- 


ceſſity of keeping the ſame Style or Form of Speech ?) 


That moreover tis not certain that the Father is even 
there ſpoken of as diſtinct from the Son, and much 
leſs as excluſive of him, but only in Oppoſition to 
thoſe heathen Deities to whom theſe Martyrs had re- 


| fuſed to ſacrifice, as may appear to any one who will 


read that Chapter through with Care and Attention. 
The Father without queſtion is the God over all, but 


ſo likewiſe is the Son; and the occaſional Application 


. LS 
— — . _= 


W 


vie, e M 18 Oe Moy Bos Euſeb. orat. _ laud. 8 
flant. cap. I. prope finem. 
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this Character to one, is not, in any juſt Conſtru- 


longs as the Fountain of the Deity; but to the Son 
d Holy Ghoſt, as being ſubſtantially united with him. 
Ne ſee by this Remark how ſorewd our Author is in 
Ss Suſpicions, and what unparallell'd Liberty he takes 

d make the ancient Writers ſpeak even what he 
eaſes, and obtrude upon us new Scriptures, new 
Athers, and new Hiſtorians, though nor, I confeſs, 
Without a fort of Neceſſity, whilſt he engages in a 


Fnuine. 3 
Once more he takes notice, that Ryfinus wholly 
its the Clauſe in his Verſion, and from thence he 


ours. He ſhould rather have concluded that it 
s not in his Copy at all. But this would have con- 
aicted his Deſign of mending this Chapter by the 
mer, and ſo hinder'd his Concluſion from being 
Hof a piece. But how comes he to mention Rujz- 
Will he ſtand to his Reports in other Caſes, or 
t his Repreſentations of the Works of other Men, 
Vell as Euſebius? That muſt not be expected. But 
Mius being a Man ſtrenuous for Orthodoxy, he 
Huld hardly (it may be urged) have left out a Paſ- 
e that looks fo favourable to his own Principles. 
if 'twere poſſible to account for the Negligence 
he Miſtakes of Tranſlators! Tis much eafter to 
gine he ſhould leave it out of his Latin, than that 
EDould, either by Miſtake or Deſign, be thruſt in- 
Itbe Greek, ſo as to creep into all the Manuſcript 
Pies which are now extant, at leaſt all that Yale- 
knew of; for he mentions no various Reading of 
place. Nay it muſt be evident to any one who 
Ws this Paſſage in Rufinus's Tranſlation i, that he 
$ = did 

L am vero illud quod apud Phrygiam geſtum eſt, _ 
| cat 


Sion, an Excluſion of the other. To the Father it 


Euſe which cannot be ſupported by what is old and 


Includes that it was not in his Copy, as it ſtands now 
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(22 ) 3 the C 
did not confine himſelf to a verbal rendring of the thoſe 
Words and Phraſes of his Author, but was contemneſs © 
to keep only to his general Deſign or Meaning. Bulſſin the 
ſince Mr. M hiſton is ſo fond of correcting the OrigiWMwould 
nal by a Tranſlation, I can inform him that I hau Unity 


now before me an old Engliſh Tranſlation of Euſebiu point 


which was firſt printed in the Year 1577, and ſaid none | 
be faithfully tranſlated out of the Greek Tongue by MeWoObjed 
redith Hanmer. In this Tranſlation, the controveriſone o 
ed Clauſe is render'd thus which called upon ii which 
Name of the Lord. From hence Mr. Jhiſton mation | 
collect, if he pleaſes, that the original Reading ofWtarteg 


Euſebius was w ovoue xvers Nn tun, and that lo WM Jn | 
continued even ſome time after the Reformation a 
but that it has within theſe 150 Years been villaineyer \ 
ouſly corrupted by the Athanafians, and that the I impoſe 
terpolation has been induſtriouſly inſerted in all ti mug 
MISS. and printed Editions, even ſuch as were extaMir. ane 
before that Time. | E undoul 
But after all, he has no ſuch Confidence in any ¶ ſiderab 
theſe Solutions as to truſt to them entirely, and the By: 
fore he adds k for a Reſerve, that however, this if bor pu 
being earlier than the Beginning of the fourth CentuW this T. 
is too late for giving us any Satisfaction in this Ci Cougci 
But why too late to give us any Satisfaction? It v ſently e 
long enough before the Riſe of Athanaſius, to pills of the; 
vent any Suſpicion that they took their Notions tr no mor 
him. It was before the Church was protected W ing; Gy 
3 ö 3 8 ther de 

deat præterire? in quo & communia humanitatis, & pro is no o 


Romani regni jura violata ſunt, ubi urbem quandam chin 
norum civium, in qua & populus omnis, & honorati vii —— 
curator ac magiſtratus chriſtianos ſe eſſe, nec acquieſcere a: | No 


crificandum faterentur, circundari militibus jubent, cuncto w Ad 
Kmul cum mulieribus viros, cum parvulis ſenes, cum civibuß 2 Sec; 
vitatem injecto igne concremari, ita ut nullus penitus ex P Vid 
urbe, etiam chm optio volentibus daretur, abſcederet. H /ame 4p 


J. 8. c. 11. ex Rufint verſione. . Samoſa 
k Second Letter, p. 42. 
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( 23 ) 


| the Civil Magiſtrate, whilſt it was not ſo liable to 
te 


renMWneſs or Ambition might afterwards bring in. It was 


Buſin the Heat of a moſt furious Perſecution, which 


rigi. would be moſt likely to cement the Profeſſors in the 


| Unity 


thoſe Corruptions, which the Motives of Covetouſ- 


of the Faith. It was done by Perſons at the 
Point of Martyrdom, who conſequently could have 


none but the ſincereſt Purpoſes in ſpecifying thus the 


Object of their Worſhip. And it was laſtly not by 


Jone or two, but by a whole City burnt together, 


on t which muſt ſhew it to have been the common Expo- 


ma 


ſition of the Church, and not to have been then firſt 
ſtarted or applied among them. 1 

In the Ade Senſe is this Text quoted by Nova- 
tian! and Tertullian m in the third Century; and how- 
ever Mr. Mhiſton n may flight the Latin Fathers, as 


it; and we ſee from hence the Opinion of the Church 


undoubtedly in their Days, which muſt always be 
ſiderable in an Enquiry of this Kind. 


But I muſt confeſs my Obligations to Mr. ® Mhiſton 
for putting me in mind of the ſame Application of 
this Text,? by the Greek Fathers aſſembled in the 
Council of Antioch in the third Century. Tho' he pre- 
ſently endeavours in his uſual way, to deſtroy the Uſe 
of their Teſtimony, by ſuggeſting that they meant 
no more but this, that as Christ was the inferior Be- 


I ings God ſet over all by the Father, ſo his God and Fa- 
ther was excepted, who ſet him over them all. There 


is no one, that I know, contends for ſuch. an Appli- 
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— 88 
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| Novat. de Trinit. c. 13, 39. 

m Adverſ\. Praxeam cap. 13 & 15. 

n Second Letter, p. 41. 0 7,03 | 

y Vid. Labbe Concil. General. Tom. 1, Col. 845. See alſo the 
ſame Application of the Phraſe in Dionyſius of Alexandria ro Paulus 


_ Samoſatenus, at the Time of that Council, Ibid. Col. 873, 876. 
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(24) 
eation of this Character to Chriſt, as ſhould repre 
ſent him to be above the Father himſelf, but only af 
inſeparably united with the Father, in the ſame un. 
divided Subſtance of the Godhead. And what Proof 
does he pretend to bring, that the Fathers at A 
were of another Mind! in this Matter. A very m 
terial one, if true! He ſays that they directly wank 
#ain'd that Chriſt was not conſubſtantial with God. Bu 
this will appear to be a mere Fallacy, when we have 
briefly ſtated the different Acceptations of rhe Word 


oͤhro r oioY or Conſulſtantial. 


The Senſe of Words muſt be determined accord-· 


ing to the Meaning of thoſe who uſe them, and the, 


rticular Views or Ends they have in applying them.] 
Thus St. Paul ſpeaks of the Law, ſometimes 4 in 
terms of Commendation and Eſteem, at other times, 
in terms of Reproach and Diminution, © according 


1 
Eb 


5 


q 


to the different Views in which he took it, and the 


Sentiments of thoſe Perſons to whom he wrote.“ 
Thus again the Word 75255 is ſometimes taken 
for the Subſtance of the Godhead, and ſometimes for 


a Perſon. * In the former Acceptation the Council 
of Sardica declared, there is but one Hypoftafis of Fa- 
ther, Son, and Holy Gho#t, in oppoſition to the Arians,| 
who held them to be three 4 rent and ſeparate Hy- 
poſtaſes; * tho' in the other Senſe it is allowed the 
Doctrine of the Church, to confeſs the Unity of the 
Godhead ſubſiſting in three Hypoſtaſes. y The Obſerva- 


9 7-31, 145 16 $2, I 1 Tim. 3 8. 
rRom.$. 3. Gal 3. 10, ti. 13. Heb: 5. 19. 
s Vid. Bull. defenſ. fid. Nic. SeR. 2. cap. 3. $ IT. 
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i (25) 
Term had been applied to this Myſtery before the 
repre. Council of Antioch; V and therefore as St. Athanaſius x 


nly aft juſtly argues, if the Nicene Council was to blame for u- 
e un. ſing a Word which had been rejected at Antioch, ſo like- 

Proo wile muſt the Council of Antioch for departing from the 
'n10Þ ancient Style and Language of the Church. But as 
ma. I he goes on, neither the one nor the other were really to 
main blame, but guarding cautiouſly againſt the different He- 
But reſies of Samoſatenus and Arius, they were both ortho- 

> have dox in their Determinations with regard to the Argu- 


aſſerting Chriſt to be a mere Man, alledged in proof 
of his Aſſertion, that otherwiſe he muſt be conſub- 
8 /antial with the Father, meaning this (wualmws in a 
n. groſs corporeal Senſe, as thoſe things are reckon'd 
2M k conſubſtantial, which are made out of the ſame com- 

mon pre-exiſting Subſtance, as different pieces of 
Money are made of the ſame Maſs of Metal. So 
that here are three different things ſuppoſed in this 
Notion of Conſubſtantiality, viz. a pre-exiſting Sub- 


When therefore the Council of Antioch aſſerted the 
Divinity of Chriſt, in Oppoſition to the Hereſie of 
f Fa- Paulus Samoſatenus, it became them at the ſame time 
ans, to vindicate themſelves againſt that blaſphemous Re- 
y- preſentation which he had given of their Doctrine. 


> 
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h Vid. Suicer. Theſaur. in voce euegri®-, Petav. dogm. 


har 2. cap. 1. §. 8. . 
| * Athanaſ. de Synod. Arim. & Seleuc. S. 45. tom. I. par. 2, 
— pi. 758. edit. Paris 1698. os : 
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18 9 
They juſtly rejected the Term of Conſub/lantiality, ,. | 
when explain'd in ſo wicked and abſurd a Senſe, BF ood 0 
which at once deſtroy'd the Eternity of God, and tation. 
the neceſſary Relation between Father and Son. * But Bur | 
when the Arian Cauſe was debated in the Council of their T 
Nice, there was no ſuch notion of the Word in view. Mnciente 


oy 


Thoſe Hereticks allow'd the Son to be d Oes, of trout 
God, but yet aſſerted him to be created, and did not t An 
uſe that Phraſe in a Catholick ſenſe of proper Gene- rabe 
ration. It was neceſſary then to add ſome other 2Þ"3 the 
Term which might guard againſt their ſubtle Eva- 3 and the 
ſions; and none was found to do it ſo effectually as |” quo? 
the Word opexou, which expreſſes the equal Dig- No = 
nity of Nature of the Father and Son. bs ha 
However then theſe two Councils might vary in Nature 
the Form of Expreſſion, yet if we attend to the ſtood, 
Meaning and Occaſion of both, we ſhall find no Diſ- his DV 
agreement, but the moſt perfect Conſiſtency and Accor 
Harmony between them. And therefore ſince the rg 
Council of Antioch has applied this controverted Ivilc 
Text of St. Paul, as a Proof of Chriſt's Divinity, we Senſe, 


have reaſon to conclude that it was anciently under- ue PU 
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enſc, ood of him in the moſt true and proper Accep- 
and tation. 1 | 
Bur But 'tis to little purpoſe, that he ſtudies to evade 


not 
ene- 
1 h er 5 


Eva- Fand therefore we only know (ſays Mr. M hiſton) that 


1 


ng the Unity of the Deity, but of the Perſon of Chrift, 


he quoted the place as it was then in his Greek Copies. 
No doubt he did; but then he applied it to the Point 
he had in view, the Union of the divine and humane 
Nature in Chriſt, and conſequently mult have under- 
iſtood, as well the latter part of the Verſe to relate to 


12 any 


his Divinity, as the former docs to his Humanity. 


Accordingly Dr. Grabe does elſewhere e inſiſt on this 


Authority, nor could the Latin Interpreter any other- 
j wiſe have render'd it without injuring the Father's 
Senſe, and repreſenting him as quoting a Paſſage to 
no purpoſe. Nor is this indeed the ſingle Inſtance 
of his applying that Character to Chriſt. For who 


Ifays the ſame Father) f is the God of the living, but 
be who is the God over all, and over whom there is no 
ſother God? 
ther is the God of the living. eu | 

His Title to this Character is manifeſtly founded 
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e Second Letter, p. 41, 45 d In not. ad Iren. 

e Inſtances Deſects, p. 26. | 

7 t Quis enim eſt vivorum Deus, niſi qui eſt ſuper omnia De- 
us, & ſuper quem alius non eſt Deus? Ipſe igitur Chri- 


"FE ſtus cum Patre vivorum eſt Deus. Iren. l. 4. c. 11. al. 5. 'Tis 
true, both Dr. Grabe and Maſſuet obſerve theſe three Words, 
ſuper omnia—&, to be wanting in all the MSS. they had conſult- 
ed, and therefore Maſſuet has omitted them in the late Paris Edi- 


tion. But the ſame Senſe is ſufficiently imply d in the Words that 


D 2 in 


% 


Therefore Chriqt himſelf with the Fa- 
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| honour'd by the Chriſtians, as the Supreme God or 


( 28) 
in that immenſe and boundleſs Nature, wherein he i | Labridg 
inſeparably united with the Father. But if there were be ſhe 
ſome who ſo aſcribed it to him, as to confound hin I trary 
with the Father himſelf (which was the Hereſie of plain 


the Sabellians) the Conſtitutions 8 had reaſon to con- ther! 
demn their Doctrine as moſt deteſtable, whilſt they | long : 


believ'd Jeſus himſelf in ſuch a Senſe to be the God Purpc 
over all, as to glorifie him as his own Father, and ſup- 

poſe him to be both the Son and the Comforter. There 

were others who confeſs'd indeed a Diſtinction of 7 

the Perſons, but yet inverted the Order b, and repre- 
ſented the Son as ſuperior to the Father. In which! 
ever of theſe Senſes Celſus underſtood the Son to be- 


Father of all things i, Origen did well to let him know, 
that this was only the Opinion of ſome raſh and in- 
judicious Men, but the Catholick Doctrine Rey 
a juſt Subordination of the Perſons, according to our * 
Saviour's Words, The Father which [ent me, is great Acc 
than I, and could not therefore contound the Father Lad 

with the Son as Cel/as ſlander'd it k. But in his Com. J int! 


ment on the Epiſtle to the Romans, where he had Kon 


no ſuch Opinion in his View, I muſt ſtill inſiſt upon 2 pal 


it, that he applies this Paſſage to our Saviour, and Len, 


urges it as a convincing Proof of his Divinity. And | | high 
tho? it be true l, that we have here only the Verſion| Abo 
3 and chat (in Dr. Cave's m 9 —.— ot he 
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b Vid. D. Baſil. Epiſt. 78. 

i See Biſhop Bull. Defenſ. Fid. Nic. ſect. 2. cap. 9. $. 12. 'I 
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1 Poſtſcript to the Second Letter, p. 48. 
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34 


abridged 


he is, 
were 
| him, 
fie of 
con- 
they 
e God 
7 (up 
Th cre 8 
on of 
pre- 
vhich! 
to be 1 
od or- 
now, || 
d in- 
ſerv'd 
o of 
reate 
ather 
Com. 


A WO 
— Ne 


CC 2 
elſum, 


7 
6-22 
279 


idged | 


( 29) 


abridged and interpolated, yet it cannot be imagined, 
he ſhould obtrude a Senſe of the Text entirely con- 
trary to Origen's (whom elſewhere en he uſes to ex- 
plain only by tranſplanting his own Words from o- 
ther places) and much leſs that he ſhould inſert fo 
long a Diſſertation in a Commentary which he had 
purpoſed to abridge and reduce to about one half. ? 


V. 


The Examples I had urged from Scripture of the 
Glorification of the third Perſon in the Trinity, Mr. 
Whiſton has paſſed over in profound Silence; whether 


becauſe they fall among the Things of very {mall Conſe- 


quence, or becauſe he was not able to give a ſatisfacto- 
ry Solution, the Reader will be able to judge, when 
I have ſer this Matter in a clear Light. 

The Prophet //aiah in his ſixth Chapter gives an 
Account of a very remarkable Viſion which he had, 
and which being referr'd to in all the four Goſpels p, 
in the Acts of the Apoſtles, in the Epiſtle to the 


Romans *, and in the Apocalypſe 5, cannot but deſerve 


a particular Attention. 'The Scene of it is laid in the 
Temple, where he ſaw the Lord fitting upon a Throne, 
high and lifted up, and his Train filled the Temple *. 


Above it ſtood the Seraphims —— and one cried to an- 


other, and ſaid, Holy, Holy, Holy is the Lord of Hoſts, 
the whole Earth is full of his Glory . The Houſe 
was filled with Smoke *; and the Prophet, conſcious 
of his own Frailty, was affrighted at this glorious 
Sight of the King, the Lord of Hoſts Y. Whereupon 
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n Vid. Rufin. Prolog. in lib. Origen. at: «2x». 

o See Dr. Ibbetſon's Sermon on 1 Tim. 3. 15. p. I7, 18. 

P Mat. 13. 14, 15. Mar. 4. 12. Luke 8. 10. Joh, 12. 39, 
40, 41. 4 Acts 28. 25, 26, 27. r Rom. 11. 8, 
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v 
one of the Seraphims took a live Coal from off the Altar 
to purge him from his Sin :. After this he Heard the 


Voice of the Lord, who had been thus celebrated, /ay-| 


ing, Whom ſhall I ſend, and who will go for US? 
To which the Prophet made Anſwer, Here am I, 
fend me *®, Aud HE ſaid b, Hear ye indeed, but under- 
fland not; and ſee ye indeed, but perceive not. Make 
the Heart of this People fat, and make their Ears hea- 
oy, and ſhut their Eyes; left they ſhould ſee with their 
Eyes, and hear with their Ears, and underſtand with 
their Heart, and convert and be headed. 
The Characters of the ſupreme God are here plain 
and undeniable. He inhabited the Temple, and fate 
there upo a Throne. He was attended by Seraphim, 
and filled the Temple with his Glory, as the Shechinah 
was uſed to do upon ſome ſolemn Occaſions. The 
Houſe was filled with Smoke aſcending from the Altar 
that burned before him for the offering of Incenſe, 
which was the higheſt Act of Worſhip in the Jewiſh 
Sanctuary, and alluded to by St. John ©, when he 
ſpeaks of the golden Altar of Incenſe, before the Throne 
in Heaven. But above all, the Name which is gi- 
ven him of the Lord of Hoſts, is a convincing Proof 
of this Aſſertion 4. For here is not only the incom- 
municable Name of JEHOVAH, but we have 
withal the Title of rmxay Tzebaoth, which we tranſ- 
late of Hoſts. I know not how far Mr. Mhiſton may 


have carried his Searches in this ſort of Learning: 


But it is certain © that the Name of Fehovah neither 
is nor can be put in a conſtructive Form, as the Gram- 
marians ſpeak ; and therefore it is neceſſary to under- 
ſtand ſome other Word as put in appoſition with it. 


— — 


3 6, 7 . 8 y. 9, IO. c Rev. 6.3; 


4 Vid. Maimon. More Nevoch. par. 1. c. 61. Raym. Martin. 


Galatin. Buxtorf. alios paſſim. | 
e Vid. Calov. de nomin, Divin, in opp. Antiſoc. vol. 1. 
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ſof Scripture f, where the Name is written out en— 
Altar Itirely thus, en 128 N Fehovab the God of Hoſts. 


4 the N Nor ſhall we wonder to find this ſpoken of as the 


/ay- peculiar Name or Memorial of the ſupreme God 8, 


JS? vhen 'tis remember'd, that beſides the Word eh 


n I, vb, which is ſtrictly the incommunicable Name, 
der- and therefore mention'd by itſelf as ſuch h, even the 
Mate WTitle Tzebaoth, when join'd with any other Name of 


hei, Government of Heaven and Earth, with all the Zofts 
With of them, and is therefore by the LXX, except where 


they retain the original Word (aECaw9, render'd aay- 


plain Eric rue Almighty i; which is the very Word uſed 
by St. 7%n, when he inſerts this Paſſage of Haiab in 


5 


A 


him, his Apocalypſe &, and repreſents the four Beaſts about 
the Throne, (which are the Seraphim in //aiah) as 
Efaying Day and Night, Holy, Holy, Holy, LORD 
60D ALMIGHTY, which was, and is, and is to 
come. Po 

And yet that all theſe Characters do certainly be- 
long to the whole three Perſons in the ever- bleſſed 


one ¶ Trinity, is manifeſt not only from the Repetition of 


gi. boy thrice over, and the plural Pronoun in 1/aiah, 
root ho will go for U S!? but from the expreſs Ap- 


om- plication of the Paſſage in the New Teſtament, Of 


"ave the firſt Perſon or the Father there can be no Diſ- 
anſ- pute, ſince Mr. Mhiſton will not deny him to be the 


728 — 


» T3 S 2 Sam. 5. to. Hol. 12. 6.5 | 
her 8-5 So f 3s Ih. 47. 4: & 48. 1. 1. 15. & 54. . fer. 10. 16. 
am- & 31. 35. & 32. 18. & 46. 18. & 48. 15. & 50. 34. & 51. 19. 
ler- Exod. 6. 3. & 15.3. Pfal. 135. 13. & 83. 18. Hol. 12.5. 
| © See Confiderat. on Ar. Whiſton's Hiſtor, Pref, p. 101, &c. and 
prim. Chrift. vindicated, p. 2.——10, 82,85, 
iges Þ i Amos 3. 13. & 5. 16, 27. See farther Kircher in voce 
— Dau only in one place Ia. 14. 27. it is render'd e Org 0 d. 
Ates, Ales, d es Kughns d Oebs 0 marGregrue, 0 , S o ov, 
rtin, 2 6 eee, Apoc. 4. 8. 
| 192 T9) 1 Ia, 6. 8. 
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Perſon who fate upon the Throne, both in 7/aiah 
and St. 70hn. And to the Son the ſame St. Fohn ha 
apply'd it, when having quoted the tenth Verſe of 
this Prophecy, to account for the Obſtinacy of the 
Jews in not believing on Chriſt ®, he adds, (as it 
were on purpoſe to aſſert his Divinity,) Theſe Things 
ſaid Eſaias, when he ſaw HIS GLORY, and ſpate 
of HIM >. He was one therefore with him who 
fate upon the Throne, before whom the Incenſe 
burn'd upon the Altar, whom the Seraphim celebra- 
ted with this glorious Hymn. 

Nor is the Application leſs clear to the third Per- 
ſon by St. Paul . Well ſpake the HOLY GHOST 
by Eſaias the Prophet, unto our Fathers, ſaying, Go 
unto this People, and ſay, Hearing ye ſhall hear, and 


ſhall not underſtand, and ſeeing ye ſhall ſee, and not 


perceive, &c. Theſe Words were dictated to 1/ai- ; gt 


ah by the Lord of Hoſts, or the Lord God Almighty, 


as that Phraſe has been ſhewn to ſignify. And it 


then, according to St. Paul, they were ſpoken by the 
Holy Ghoſt, it muſt follow unavoidably from hence, 
that he is united in the ſame Eſſence, Majeſty and 
Glory, with the Father and the Son. It remains 
then, that as the ſame Omnipotence and eſſential Holi- 
eſs, which is in theſe two Places of Scripture aſcri- 
bed to the three Perſons, is a ſufficient Foundation 
for our Praiſe and Adoration, ſo the Seraphim have 
actually join'd 'em in the fame Doxolog the 


whole Earth is full of his Glory. And leſt Mr. Mh. 


ſton ſhould object that this is no proper Doology, be- 
cauſe it is not imperative, I would adviſe him to ſub- 
mit his Judgment to that of the Apoſtle, who has 
explain'd it by the Beaſts or Seraphim, giving (or 
aſcribing) Glory, and Honour, and Thanks, to him that 


ſate on the Throne P. I heartily with our Author may 
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conſider ſeriouſly of this Matter, leſt he be found of 


the ſame harden'd Character with thoſe againſt whom 
the Holy Ghoſt intended this Meſſage by the Pro- 


© = OP 

The Title of Holy being here underſtood to mean 
a natural and eſſential Holineſs, it is eaſy ro under- 
ſtand why that Epithet ſhould, in the common way 
of ſpeaking , be more peculiarly attributed to the 
third Perſon, becauſe he is the more immediate Au- 


thor of our Sanctification, or Deriver of ſome De- 
gree of that Sanctity to the Ele&t. Upon this Foun- 
dation I advanced, nor have I yet ſeen Reaſon to al- 
ter my Opinion, that the very Name of Holy Ghoſt 


is a virtual Doxology. 


To theſe I added that Paſſage of St. Paul q, of him, 


and through him, and to (or rather in) him are all 
things; to him be Glory for ever. Amen. That the 
three Perſons of the Trinity are here pointed out, I 
would infer from the like Form of Expreſſion which 
this Apoſtle uſes in another Epiſtle *, — 
and Father of all, who is above (or over) all, and 
ihrough all, and in you all; 
the Son through all 
ancient Father has commented upon the Place. 
Nor is it any Prejudice to this Interpretation, that 
the whole is predicated of the God and FATHER of 
4. For although with regard to the internal Rela- 
tion of the Perſons to cach other, the Title of Fa- 
ther can belong only to the firſt, yet with regard to 
the Creature, the ſecond or third Perſon may be per- 
tinently called the God and Father of all, as being 
ſubſtantially united with the firſt, and therefore, in 
| 3 


One God 


the Father over all— 
and the Spirit in us all, as an 
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not be thought ſtrange by any one who remembers, Þ 


Paſſage to the Romans St. Paul deſign'd a Diſtinction 
ſame indiviſible Subſtance of the Godhead. Avre » : 


underſtand that Doxology in the Apocalypſe of the Tri- ö 
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a true and proper Senſe, the Author and Upholder rhe Ser 
of all Things. So our bleſſed Saviour undeniably is Oe 
called rhe everlaſting Father *. And fo * Tertullian 
underſtood the whole three Perſons in the Lord's 
Prayer to be included under that Character. But if 
this Text be thought obſcure, becauſe the Perſons 
are not expreſs'd, it may be clear'd by that other to} 
the Corinthians , —— one God, the Father, of whom 
are all Things and one Lord Jeſus Chriſt, by whom 
are all Things. Here is plainly the fame Form of Ex- 

reſſion apply'd to the two firſt Perſons: And that all 

hings ſhould be ſaid to be in the Holy Ghost, will 


that he is not only deſcrib'd as dwelling i all the! 

Faithful *, but even as filling the Univerſe with his 

divine Preſence J. | —_ 
And if from hence we are perſuaded, that in that 


of the Perſons, there cannot (I conceive) be any Dif- 
ficulty to conclude, that the Doxology which fol-Þ 
lows refers to the ſame three Perſons, united in the 


dog, To him (i.e. to the one ſupreme God ſubſiſting 
thus in a Trinity of Perſons) be Glory, &c. And from 
the Analogy of the Phraſe, I cannot but incline to 


nity in Uniiy, which Mr. Mhiſton refers only to the 
Son; namely, where the Apoſtle, after having pray'd Þ 
for Grace and Peace from each of the three Perſons [| 
diſtinctly, concludes, * To HIM be Glory and Domi- 
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This will confirm 


Origen, and wherever elſe we meet with © or awr@ y 
got {ubjoin'd to the Mention of the three Perſons, 
either with or without the Prepoſitions. 


VI. 
But beſides theſe Inftances, wherein the Holy Ghoſt 


is made the diſtinct Object of Doxology, the ſame 


Concluſion may be certainly inferr'd from the mani- 
| feſt Examples we have of his being made the Object 
of other Acts of Worſhip, fince he who is not God 


can have no Right to any, and he who is, muſt have 


a Right to all. 

The Form of Baptiſm i is ſo clearly preſcribed to be 
adminiſtred in the Name of the Holy Ghoſt, as well as 
of the Father and of the Son b, chit” if we had no o- 
ther Foundation for our Practice in this Particular, I 
lee not any thing to be objected to it with Reaſon or 
Solidity. For what is Baptiſm, but our Incorpora- 
tion into Chriſt's myſtical Body, and Admiſſion to all 
the ſpiritual Privileges of his Church, engaging us 
withal to ſtrict and conſtant Obedience? And what 
is the Adminiſtration of it in the Name of the Holy 
Gho#, but a direct Confeſſion that he is, together 
with "the Father and the Son, the undoubted Author 
of thoſe Benefits, by a Commiſſion © from whom 
they are imparted to us, and to whom we are bound 
to render that Worſhip and Obedience? What is it 
but a ſolemn Application to him in Behalf of each 
particular Perſon, to whom that Rite ſhall be ad- 


miniſtred by his ä For this, like all other 
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a See above, ſet. ; b Mat. 8. I9. 
© See Exod. 5. 23. Deut. 18. 19. Dan. 9. 6. where | in z God's 
Name ſigniſies by his Authority. 
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Benedictions, at the fame time that it conveys the ns in the 


divine Grace and Favour to the Recipient, muſt firſt Mews by 
be underſtood an Act of Invocation or Addreſs to God, Ml. T! 


from whom it is convey'd. 


gone againſt their Enemies, in the Name of the ſame 
Lord of Hoſts 8. Here then is our firſt Profeſſion of 
our Faith, and our firſt Act of Worſhip, no leſs di- 
rected to the Holy Ghoſt, than to the Father and the 


Son. Here is a full Acknowledgment of his Divini- 


ty, a ſolemn Dedication of our ſelves to his Service, 
a Supplication of his gracious Aid, and a Vow of fu— 
ture Obedience. Whilſt all this 1s clearly included 
in the Form of Baptiſm, and we are alike baptized, 
eig Jvoua, in the Name of every Perſon, it is in vain 
for Mr. Mhiſton h to urge his Conſtitutions for a Proof, 


that the Holy Ghoſt is only mention'd as a Witneſs. For 


tho' I am of Opinion thoſe Paſſages i might be capa- 
ble of a better Senſe than he has put upon them, yet 
were they ever ſo expreſs to his Purpole, and their 
Authority much greater than it 1s, they could not 


deſerve to be ſet in Oppoſition to the plain Words of 


Inſtitution. Me 
The ſame again is evident from the Apoſtolical 
Form of Benediction k. The Grace of our Lord Jeſus 
Chriſt, and the Love of God, and the Communion of the 
Holy Ghoſt, be with you all. Amen. Which is but a 
clearer Application of that Form to the three Per- 
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d 2 Sam. 6. 18. e 1 Sam. 17. 41 f Chron; 14. 11. 
8 The learned Reader will obſerve that baptizing dis a avout, 
Mat. 28. 19. Act. 8. 16. & 19. 5. 1 Cor. 1. 13, 15. & ev wo 
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010211, Act. 10. 48. & er TW , Act. 2. 38. are uſed as 


Terms equivalent. Vid. Glaſſii Philol. Sacr. pag. 525. 
h Second Letter, p. 12, 13. 


i Conſtit. Apoſt. 1.3. c. 17. p. 288. & 1,7, c. 22, p. 368. 
* 2 Cox. 13. 13. 
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Thus it was that David Mike bis 
bleſſed the People in the Name of the Lord of F ee: The 
Hoſts d. And both he © and Aja f are faid to have L 
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| rs in the Godhead, which was expreſo'd among the 
Ts by a threefold Repetition ot the Name Jeho- | 
7 171 The Lord bleſs thee, aud keep thee: The Lord 
ke his Face ſhine upon thee, aud be gracious unto 


of ce: The Lord lift up his © uit upon thee, and 
ave Ire thee Peace. For what elic is the bleſing and 
ume Ning of Jehovab, but the providential Care or Love 


2 of God the Father; ? What elſe is the gracious Shining 
di- his Face upon us, but that ineſtimable Grace and 
the {Wrour of the Sor, which is manifeſted in the Work 
ini- | our Redemption? What, laſtly, is his Peace, and 
| | tc uplifting ot his Carnteaance, but thoſe inward 
Gommunications of Joy and Comfort, which the 
| Nev Teſtament eſteems as Operations of the Spirit, 
ah the Communion of the Holy Ghof? ? That this third 
Erion is not here mention'd merely as an Inftru- 
Went, by whom God ſhould communicate his Favour 
[i us, is evident from his being mention'd in the 


pa- Ie manner with the Father and the Son, as the 
yet Niuce or Fountain of ſpiritual Bleſlings. For what 
cir Whey 3 is this, to imagine any Cr cature join'd in 
not merſhip with God, or ſpoken of as concurring 
; of | Ich him in the Difecburion of his Benefits? And 
tl r he 1 apply'd to in this Form by a proper Act of 
cal Iv ocation, | is not only cvident from its Analogy with 
/us F at JeXiſh Form already mention'd, but from the 
the Nature ONall Prieſtly Benedictions, which are ad- 
ita iſtred only in the Name of the Lord m, and include 
er- lnterceſſion with him for his Favour and Bleſſing, 
well as the imparting of it to the People by his 
; Aha And therefore Mr. I hiſton will hardly 
- 1 d out a Diſtinction, which may reconcile his con- 
of 3 Aſſertions, that the Loy Gho# is never pro- 
as invocated en, and yet that he has a proper Degree 
222 paid him by the Form of Benediction o. 
: Num. 6. 24, 2c, 26. m V. 23, 27. Deut. 21. 5. 
Prim. Chriſt. Vol. 4. Art. 20. p. 361. 0 Att. 21. p. 374. 
ns Socinus 
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Socinus himſelf thought the one of theſe ſo cleah 
included in the other, that from the like way d 
ſpeaking in another Place p, he concludes with Af 
rance, that whoever does not ſee that St. Paul ſuppl 
cates the Favour of Chriſt for Timothy, ſees nothing u 
all , and has no other way to get off from the Inv 
cation of the Holy Ghoſt in the Paſſage before us, bi 
by this pitiful Evaſion, that the Word zavori is uſe 
in a paſhve Signification, and the Communication 
the Spirit is prayed for only from the Father an 
Chriſt. So then between the Arian and the S0ocinin 
wie have the whole Truth of the Matter. Mr. Wi 
ſion owns the Holy Ghoſt to have a Degree of Wo 
ſhip in this Benediction: And Socinus affirms him: 
be blind, who ſees not that hat Degree is proper || 
vocation. . 

To the ſame Purpoſe is that Example of St. Jo 
who in his Salutation of the ſeven Afian Churches 
prays that Grace and Peace may be unto them from hi 
which is, and which was, and which is to come; 4 
from the SEVEN SPIRITS which are before i 
Throne, and from Jeſus Chriſt. Theſe are faid e 
prefly to be the ſeven Spirits of Gods, to be the 
ven Horns and ſeven Eyes of the Lamb*, which d 
notes their Power and Omniſcience. They are d 
ſcribed as /even Lamps of Fire burning, which ist 
uſual Emblem of the Holy Ghoſt. They are 
moreover <Toe<LeY to proceed out of the Thron 
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q Si quis non videt ibi Paulum Chriſti favorem Timotii 
precatum fuiſſe, is profectò nihil videt. Fauſt. Socin. coi 
Fran. David, cap. 4. in Fratr. Polon. vol. 2. p. 723. Vid. & 
713. 714. . 

r Rev. I. 4, 5. Nes. . ; 

t Rev. 5. 6. See alſo Zech. 3.9. & 4. 10. Y Rev. 4. 5 

w See Mat. 3. 11. Luk. 3. 16. Act. 2. 3, 4. Erek. 1. 13: 
the Ixx Dan. 7. 10. | | 

x Rev. 4. 5. tho here our Englith Verſion has obſcured the Sen 
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hich is the undoubred perſonal Character of the 
oly Ghoſt Y. They are ſaid at once to be in the midſt 
the Throne, and to be ſent forth into all the Earth a, 
hich is a clear Argument of their Omnipreſence, 
d expreſſive of the Miſſion of the Holy Gho# the 
omforter. Laſtly, they are never repreſented like 
e Angels or created Spirits, to give Worſhip and 
doration either to the Father or the Lamb, but on 
e contrary we ſee they are here Foes with them 
hemſelves, they are placed in the Middle as the Prin- 
ple of Unity between Father and Son, and the A- 
oſtle's Supplication is directed to them in the ſame 
on ©: | | | 
r The Variety and Perfection of the Gifts and Ope- 
tions of that bleſſed Spirit, is in the Eaſtern way 
Jol (peaking, very properly denoted by the number 
chern even; from whence it has been uſual in the Church 
in iS make mention of his /e venfold Grace, and the Jews 
ore particularly ſpeak of the ſeven Spirits of the 
leſſiah b. But in the Inſtance before us, there was 
e greater ground for the Expreflion, becaule his 
acious Operations were then to be manifeſted in 
en diſtinct Churches. Whilſt therefore he is ſpo- 
en of in general with reference to them all, he is 
ſcribed under the Character of /even Spirits. But 
hen he is ſpoken of in any fingle Church, he is 
en mention'd in the ſingular; He that hath an Ear, 
t him hear what the SPIRIT /aith unto the 
burches ©. So that upon the whole, we have here 
moſt eyident Example of the direct and proper In- 
cation of the Holy GH. | 
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The ſame is always underſtood to be implied in 
the Language of an Oath; and therefore Moſes i 
ſiſts on it as a proper Act of Worſhip, that thy 
ſhould /wear only by the Name of the Lord d. Th 
Reaſon hereof is manifeſt, becauſe the plain Delis 
of an Oath, is to call in the Perſon by whoſe Nam 
we {wear, either as a Witneſs of our Sin-crity, « 
an Avenger of our Falſhood if we are not fincerc* 


Now as all this is pranly meant for Confirmation, uf We h 
to put an end to Strifef, it would be found to {:ſthat was 
.of theſe Effects, if the Perſon by whom we ſwciſWhe) to E 
were not confeſs'd omniſcient to know the Secriſfrom hen 
of our Hearts, as well as almighty and variably julWrthe Sepr: 
and holy, to execute Vengeance upon Sinnets. 1 hMYoften rer 
being the eſſential Attributes and Perfections of tthe com. 
Deity; can never be aſcribed, without manifeſt Id of Etern 
latry, to that which is not God. And therefore; are impli 
Oath, being that A& of Worſhip which implics {is taxed 
| Confellion of thoſe Attributes, cannot bur be thou ame Fo: 
by Men ot Senſe and Judgment, equivalent to a Deze maria, a. 
logy. From hence our Queſtion may be caſily 0 the mani 
cided by that Text of the Apoſtle 8, / ſay the © 7:1 whole, | 

in Chris, Ilie not. fy Conſcience allo bearing me v. 
2% in the Holy Ghe##. Here we have both Chi: i Sam 
and the /7oly Ghoſe invoked as Witneſſes, And this. 7. & :2 
the Particle he uſes be in, yer that is both agrecab * Un. 
to his own Style h, and to the Eaſtern manner . 92 4 
Expreſſion, which fr equently admits the Particle: £45 7 
into the Form of an Oath, the proper Significati „Jud. 
whercof is not by but in, as it is often render'd b 3, 21 
the Septuagiut. Thus in both thoſe Places of De: 1 
veronctmy, where our Tranſlation has it agrecabliy! Sg 4. 
ROD e e NT eG Cr RT þ 
- 4 Deut. 6. 13, & 10. 20. . Hol. 
e Vid. Selden. Proleg. ad lib. i Succell. 48 


f Heb-6, 16. 8 Rom. 9. 1. 
h To7 & AY@ 15 Wagvegum , Eph. 4. 17. 
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zur Idiom, thou ſhalt ſwear BY his Name, the He- 
re is yawn ww thou ſhalt ſwear IN his Name. Thus 
David and Jonathan are ſaid to have ſworn both of 
hem IN the Name of the Lord i. And ſo again in 
Daniel *, the Man cloathed in linen, is ſaid to have 
worn 5a Ta and the Angel in the Apocalypſe, & 
ra Cav rg iavas FT % , IN him that liveth 


VN anMfor ever and ever, tho' in both theſe Places our Tran- 
y, Mfators have choſe to uſe the Particle by, to recon- 
dere Teile it the better to our manner of Expreſſion m. 

„ nf} We have in Deuteronomy ® the Form of an Oath 
o (that was uſed by God himſelf; 71ift up my Hand (ſays 


weaihe) to Heaven, dh W n I live for ever. And 
ecru from hence, I ſuppoſe it was that mm which is in 
v juYthe Septuagint d ue; the Lord liveth, or (as We 
i hcMoften render it) as the Lord liveth, was brought into 
Ft rhe common Form of Swearing, to add the Notion 
IdoYWof Eternity to thoſe ober immenſe Attributes which 
re Fare implied in ſuch Appeals. For which Reaſon it 
ics Wis taxed as a high degree of Idolatry to ſpeak in the 
zügig ame Form of Idols, to SWEAR y the Sin of Sa- 
0x maria, and fay, Thy God, O Dan, LIVETH, and 
ce le manner of Beerſheba LIVET H. Upon the 
vhole, I think I had good realon to look upon thoſe 
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i 1 Sam. 20. 42. See alſo Gen. 22. 16, 1 Sam. 28, 10. Jer. 
| tho 5. 7. & 12. 16. & 44. 26. Amos 8. 14. | 
cab! Dun. 12:7: Rev. 10. 6. 

m So alſo Mat. 5. 34, 35, 36. My 6pormt—=# TH e 
jars c TH ELL MN TH LEP RA. Vid. Glaſſil Grammat. Sacr. 
"WP. 533. alias 702. n Deut 32. 40. 
atio © Jud. 8. 19. Ruth 3. 12. 1 Sam. 14. 39, 45. & 19. 6. & 
dez. i. & 25; 26, 34. & 26. 10, 16. 8e 28. 16. & 29 6. 
Den Sam. 2.27. & 4 9. & 12. J. & 14. II. & 15.21. 1 Kin. 
[30:66 3: 24 K-17. 1s 13, £15.10, 19. in. , 0 
3. 14: & 4. 30. & $5. 16, 10. 1 Chron; 18.13. ler „ 
11. 18. & 16. 14, ts. K. . 8. & 35. 16. & 44 

eri. | 5 | | 
? Y2U D Y n n PIR Amos 8. 14. 
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Words of Clemens Romanus d in St. Bafil [God Li.Whupted of « 
VETH, and the Lord Jeſus Christ, and the HiMput if he 
Ghoſt] to be the Form ot an Oath, and conſequenthſſhccaule | 
to contain a ſolemn Invocation of the Holy Ghoſt, in rhether 
conjunction with the Father and the Sou. Bur whe Wicks to 
ther we ſuppoſe it to be formally intended tor 2 ncorrec 


Oath or not, at leaſt it muſt be own'd to contain the gnoranc 
Matter of an Oath, to predicate the fame thing of Charge 
the Holy Gho#t, as of the Father and Son, and alcribeſ Bur al 
thoſe Attributes and Perfections to him which can. which 1 
not be aſcribed to that which is not God, and the Hemel 
Object of the higheſt Worſhip. : the Day: 

But if Mr. Whiſton thinks * 1 go too faſt in ſucb to decla 
Corollarics, I ſhall leave him to try his Skill upon the rel is at 
two that follow: 1. That the Holy Ghoſt is join'd in not, th: 
ſolemn Acts of Worſhip with the Father and Son by older th 
the copulative & and (as we have ſcen in ſeveral In- Tranſcr 
ſtances) and conſequently is worſhipped in the ſame ther, w 


manner without any diſtinction. And 2. That he? liable to 


who is ſo join'd with 'em in direct [vocation and to be tt 


other, Acts of Worſhip, cannot be excluded from any Co 
Doxologies. ch N 


| unleſs 1 

| cate to 

VII. Bur 
> materia 
Next to the canonical Scriptures, I ſhall in com- ot chis 
plaiſance to Mr. M hiſton, conſider the Conſtitutions. intellig 
[ had obſerv'd from his Edition, that the larger reconc 
Vienna MS. does in many places agree with our pre- what ſ⸗ 
ſent Form of Doxology, where the other Copies wonde 
differ from it. He has confirm'd 5 the Obſervation, i Word: 
by confeſſing it in more Inſtances than ] had taken MS.— 


notice of. But then he eafily clears himſelf of this Vi it 


Objection, by complaining, that this is 7he moſt cor. 


— 


3 1 / 5 As "3 \ a 837 8 3 * 
4.23 0 Oels, 9 0 x1 Ine X @45'%, © mT aTvdU pe Tv yo), WH 8 8 
Clem. Rom. in Baſil. de Spir. Sanct. cap. 2. 9, © | 1 


rupted 
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Led of all the MSS. It may be fo for oughtT know 
Hoh put if he has no better Reaſon to give for it, than 
ently Wbecauſe it ſuits leaſt with his Notions, I queſtion 
%, infvhkether this will be ſufficient to induce all the Cri- 
whe . Nicks to agree with him. And as for any accidental 
» anMWncorrectneſs of Style, that may perhaps betray the 
n the Hgnorance of the Tranſcriber but cannot ſupport a 
12 of Charge of Forgery. 
cribe Bur at leaſt there is one Form in that Manuſcript * 
can: which he dare /ay, even all the Athanaſian Criticks 
the hemſelves will allow to be ſpurious, and full as late as 
the Days of Athanaſius Hhimſelf. But why fo forward 
ſaucb to declare for other People? I gueſs his main Quar- 
the rel is at the Word (uwaidiv coëternal. Bur I doubt 


din not, that Word may find its Advocates, to prove it 
„ by older than the Days of Athanaſius. Or ſuppoſe the 
In. Tranſcriber by miſtake has join'd two Words toge- 


ther, will he think (uv aidiv (with the eternal Spirit) 
liable ro the ſame Objection? or admitting this Phraſe 
to be full as late as the Days of Athanaſius, yet is it 
any Conſequence that therefore it is ſpurious? Not 
| unleſs theſe Conſtitutions can find ſome abler Advyo- 
| cate to aſſert their Claim to greater Antiquity. _ 

But which is more, I had ſuggeſted u one very 
material Argument in favour of the Vienna reading 
om: of this Paſſage, viz. that it makes the whole Period 
ons, intelligible, whilſt the other Reading can never be 
ger reconciled with Grammar or Common Senſe. And 
Yre- what ſays Mr. Mhiſton in reply to this? With a moſt 
pics wonderful Sagacity he rids his Hands of it in few 
on, Words v, 4s 70 the Athanaſian reading in the Vienna 
cen MS. I ſhall here add NOTHING; at leaſt, not 
this till it appears that ſome ove REALLY LEARNED 
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t Ave Cu a c %; (uvadidim anvdue)t, l. G. c. 30. p. 360. 
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CRITICK will juſtiſie what this Author ſays. Alal 


poor Man! Is this the great Detecter of Athanafan 
Forgeries ! The Repairer of the Deſolations of man 
Generations The Suſpedter of ſuch as have been held 
in Reputation for well nigh Fourteen Hundred Yea, 
together! The boaſted Reſtorer of loſt Books ot 
Scripture, and Reviver of Primitive Chriſtianity ! And 
yet has he not the Judgment after all to ſee, whether 
this Place be Senſe or Nonſenſe, till ſome learned Cri. 
Zick ſhall deliver his Opinion! Nay, and which make 


the matter worſe, I had named him a Critict, and 


one really learned, the admirable Cotelerius, who con: 
feſſes * the Senſe to be defective, and had he ſeen this 
Manuſcript, would not improbably have given in to 
this Method of ſupplying it. | | 
It is not ſtrange that a Man who can ob/erve Y that 
a few Copies againſt received and beloved Readings, are 
of more weight than many Copies for them, ſhould re- 
fuſe to ſtand to any ſingle Copy, tho” the Senſe of 
the Place be ever ſo clear in its Favour. But it is 
with greater difficulty that he ſtruggles againſt thoſe 
thirteen Paſſages, where all the MSS. are conteſſedly 
againſt him, tho' he has boldly ventured to bring 
them to his Mind, by ſtriking out the Word which 
did not pleaſe him, and ſubſtituting another in it's 
room. He has not indeed offer'd any thing like a 
Reaſon, why a mere Conjecture, tho' ever fo well 
founded, ſhould juſtifie ſuch a groſs Interpolation. 
Nor has he added any thing of moment to itrengrhen 
his Conjectures, but boldly repcats over his old àſ- 
ſertions, as if nothing had been ſaid to anſwer them, 


— 
e — } ” . : ——— 
— — — — 


* Deſideratur ad ſenſum in hac longa periodo nonnihil. Ac 
fortè quod contingere ſolet ſcribentibus negligentèr, nec ſemel 
ſcripta relegent bus, noſtro us venit, ut longius abreptus ſu— 
periorum immemor, putaverit ſe dixifſe quod non dixerat, 


Coteler. in Not. ad Conſt, Apoſt. Edit. le Clerc. vol. 1. p. 35 9. 
Second Letter, p. 13. | | 
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and multiplies em into a greater number of Propoſi- 
tions, that by being ſpread abroad, and marſhal'd in 
la new method, their Appearance may be more con- 
ſiderable. . | 


can I paſs by his general Complaint of Athanaſian In- 
s oi erpolations and Corruptions *, and defire him to boaſt 
And 


no more of his Demonſtrations of that kind, till . 


ther ¶ can make ſome tolerable Reply to the learned an 

Cri. ¶ ingenious Defender of Athanaſius a, who has ſuffici- 
akes Fently chaſtiſed him already upon that Head. . 
and His Suppoſition b of thoſe Copies of the Conſtitu- 
con. ¶ tons being moſt exact, which have the feweſt of 
this this kind of Doxologres, is not only precarious in it 


elf, but utterly inconcluſive of his Point, that therefore 
in thoſe Places where all MSS. agree, they muſt be 
all corrupt. This is a Freedom to be taken with no 
Authors whatſoever, and much leſs with thoſe whoſe 
| re- Authority is ſacred, as theſe Books are eſteem'd by 
e of him who treats em with ſuch indecent Liberty. 

its WW The Seventh Book containing the Liturgy of the 
hoſe N Jewiſh Converts which grew ſoon into diſuſe, and 
edly Wthe Eighth Book containing that of the Gentiles, 
ring which continued till the Practice of the Church was 
nich Halter d; our Author © takes this to be a clear Ac- 
it's ¶ count how ſuch Corruptions come into the latter, 
ke a Wwhilit the other remain'd genuine and free from ſuch 
well N Interpolations. But to omit that this Argument is 
on. built on two (at beſt) very precarious Suppoſitions, 
hen 1. That theſe are really the genuine and original Li- 
a- Wturgics of the Church: And, 2. That thole Copies 
em, Ware the pureſt, which have no ſuch Doxclogies in the 
Seventh Book. His critical Remark is chargcable 


r : 85 e 
emel 2 Second Letter, P. 175 19, g 
s ſu- 2 Mr. Thirlby's Anſwer to Mr. Whiſton's ſeventeen Saſpicions 


erat. ¶ concerning Athanaſius, A. D. 1712. axd Defence of the Anſwer, 

9. . : | 
b Second Letter, p. 33. e P. 33. 3Þ 5 
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with this monſtrous Abſurdity, that it ſuppoſes that 


part to be moll liable to Corruption, which was in 


moſt common Uſe, and diſperſed into moſt Hands, 
and this without any ſingle Copy to countenance the 
Suſpicion. Had he ſtaid here for the Opinion of 
ſome LEARNED CRITICK, his Caution might 
have ſtood him in ſome ſtead, and he would doubt- 


| Teſs have been taught, that thoſe Copies which were 


beſt known and fartheſt diſperſed, have the faireſt 


Title to be thought genuine in thoſe Particulars 


where all the MSS. agree. = 

Whether there be EQUAL Evidence of the Doxo- 
ogy in diſpute, as of the other, being uſed in the 
three fir Centuries, neither Mr. J/hi/ton nor J mult 
judge for our ſelves. But when we have produced 
our Evidence on both ſides, we muſt leave the im- 
partial Reader to be judge between us. Only I mull 


* obſerve, that Equality of Evidence 1s not the thing in 


queſtion. If there be /ufficzent Evidence, That ought 
to ſatisfie, and the Want of Equality will be but a 
poor Pretence for his infamous Interpolation of the 
Conſtitutious d. | 

His Inference © from Tertullian is really aſtoniſh- 
That zealous Aſſerter of the Doctrine of the 
Trinity, has urged it among other Arguments againſt 
frequenting publick Shews, that there uſed to be ſuch 
Acclamations, as ought not to be made to any other 
Perſons than to God and Chriſt f. What is there plain- 
ly ſpoken to exclude the Szage-Players, is by our Au- 
thor apply'd to exclude the Holy Ghoſt. In how 
ſtrong Terms ſoever that Father may have otherwiſe 
aſſerted the Honour of the bleſſed Spirit, yer ſince he 
omits to name Him in this Place, (where it was not 


mm. 1 —— rr — 
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d Second Letter, p. 34, 35. e P. 35, 36. 
# Tertull. de Spectac. $. 25. 
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nial, 


4 


moſt Holy Spirit i. 
Argument recoils upon himſelf; and it cannot ſurel 
be thought reaſonable by any one, that a ſingle Pat- 
ſage, where the Copies differ, ſhould be urged to o- 
verthrow no leſs than thirteen diſtinct Paſſages where 
| they are all agreed. 


& 4, 


Denial, and nothing leſs than this Concluſion will 
ſerve, that no Doxologies were then given in the pub- 
Hick Liturgies to any, but to the Father and Son. A 
ſpecial Inſtance this of Mr. 7/bifon's Sincerity and 
[upright Intentions! He who ſcruples not in this 
manner to abuſe his Author, and impoſe upon his 
Readers, will never want a Shew of Argument, but 
{always find ſome Means to coin himſelf Authorities, 
if there be no other way of getting 'em. 


But though Mr. Mhiſton has mention'd theſe Con- 


ſiderat ions for the greater Oſtentation and Shew of 
Argument, yet, if I take him right, he builds prin- 
cipally on theſe two which follow. He takes no- 
I tice that he grand and fundamental Rule of Chri- 
ſian Worſhip, given by the Apoſtles in theſe CON- 
ISTITUTIONS, (for to them he conſtantly appeals 
as certain and unconteſted) 7s this: We declare unto 
| you, that there is only one God Almighty, beſides whom 
| there is no other; and that you mug worſhip and adore 
him alone, through Jeſus Chriſt our Lord, in the mol 
Holy Spirit h. 
Mr. M hiſton is ſo fair as to acquaint us, that the Vi- 
lemma MS. varies in this as well as other Paſſages, and 


So 'tis in our printed Editions. But 


AND our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, AND the 
If this Reading be admitted, his 


reads it 


But what if the whole Chapter, wherein this is 


| contain'd, ſhould prove at laſt to be ſpurious or in- 
terpolated ? Mr. Mhiſton, I will venture to ſay, often 
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ſfuſpects, without half ſo much Ground of Probabil; 
ty. He refers this Deciſion to the ſecond Council of 
Jeruſalem k, which he ſuppoſes to have been aſſem. 
led An. Dom.64. at which time it is certain the A, 
poſtles, in whole Name that Deciſion runs, could 
not have met together. James the Son of Zebedee 
had been lain juſt twenty Years before |, and yet he 
is mention'd as preſent in that Council. James the 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem is mention'd as diſtinct from 
James the Son of Alpheus, whereas they were cer- 
tainly the ſame Perſon ®, And which is more, this 
Biſhop of Jeruſalem happen'd to be martyr'd about 
two Years betore the Seſſion of Mr. Mhiſton's Coun- 
cil*, Nay, and St. Paul, by his Travels and Impri- 
ſonment, was ſo often abſent oe, that Mr. Mhiſton is 
willing to except him in this Place, though the Con- 
ſtitution ſays that they were all together, and names 
Paul expreſſly with the reſt. Our Author indeed 
has, by his double Brackets, mark'd out this Liſt of 
the Apoſtles for an Interpolation, and refuſed it 3 
Place in his Engliſh Verſion. But I doubt it was on- 
ly to prevent its appearing as an Evidence againſt 


him; for he ought at the ſame time to have ſtruck | 


out the following Declaration in their Name, ſince 
no Interpolator could have any End to ſerve, by in- 
ſerting a Liſt of the Apoſtles alone. 

But if we admit the Reading of our printed Edi- 
tions to be genuine, what will be the Conſequence? 


Why truly none at all to Mr. Mhiſton's Purpoſe, un- 


leſs he can make out either that thoſe Particles 219 
and & were fo invariably bound upon the Church 


1 
— 


k Whiſton's Efay on the Apoſtolical Conſtitutions, c. 3. H. 4. in 
the third Vol. of Prim. Chriſt. reviv'd, p. 209, ec. | 
IVId. Pearſon. Annal. Paulin. A. 44. in op. Pofthum, p. 5. 

m Vid. Baſnag. cxercit. in Baron. p. 506, &c. 7 

n Vid. Pearſon. ut. ſupra, A. 62. p. 19. 

9 See Whiſton's Eſſay, p. II. 
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ly, the direct Teſtimony of Juſtin Martyr 


(49) 


| that they might never be alter'd, (which he confeſſes 
| is not true, provided the Church kept to Terms e- 
| quivalent) or elſe that they were meant to intimate a 
leſs Degree of Worſhip to the Son and Holy Ghoſe 
than to the Father, and to forbid their being ever 
honour'd in the ſame Phraſe or Form of Expreſſion, 


which with reſpect to the Sox at leaſt he muſt ac- 
knowledge to be falſe, becauſe there are Inſtances as 
clear of Glory aſcrib'd directly to the Son, as to the 
Father himſelf. . ee 1 

It was not therefore without Reaſon, that our Au- 
thor durſt not place his chief Strength in this grand 


and fundamental Rule, but mentions afterward ? ano- 


ther Authority which chiefly determines him; name- 
that all 
the liturgick Oblations and Prayers were then offer'd, 


with giving Praiſe and Glory to the Father of the Uni- 
| verſe, Alg through the Name of the Son and of the Ho- 
ly Spirit z or with bleſſing the Maker of all Things; 2% 
| through the Son, and vg through the Holy Spirit. But 
theſe Words of Juſtin being plainly meant of the eu- 
chariſtical Office, in which the Church commemo- 
rates the Benefits of our Redemption, it cannot be 


ſtrange the Church ſhould ſpeak in ſuch a Phraſe as 


might be moſt expreſſive of that myſterious Method 
in which thoſe Benefits are imparted to us, viz. by 


the Incarnation of the Son, and Sanctification of the 
Holy Ghoſt. Tis upon this Account that St. Ba- 
l q aſſerts the Phraſe, through whom, to be the moſt 


| proper Style of Thankſgiving *; tho' he aſſerts never- 


theleſs the Right of the three Perſons to be glorified 


| together. And that Jufin Martyr entertain'd the 
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P Second Letter, p. 35. 
4 Noe y & idia F dotonoyevluy txiv, i deb N 3 3 NO 8 2 

h e gð,jg . Baſil. de Spir. S. cap. 7. 
7 See Seaſonable Review, p. 29. 
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fame Thoughts of the Matter, may appear from ano. 
ther Paſſage in the ſame Apology, where he affirms i 


to be the Chriſtian Practice, ro WORSHIP ad 
_ ADORE the Father, AND the Son, AND the Pr. 


phetick Spirit. His Words are o:Couelu N mgoonuws- 
x, the very ſame by which the Conſtitutions require 
Horſhip to be given to the Father alone, through ow 
Lord Jeſus Chriſt, in the moſs Holy Spirit. From a 
Compariſon of which Paſſages together, Mr. Whi. 
Hon may collect, that there is not ſuch Diſtinction in 
the Particles as he pretends, but that they were all 
meant to render the ſame Worſhip and Adoration, 
tho' ſome might be more expreſſive of the Oeconomy 
or Method of our Redemption. And as 21% through 
is ſometimes uſed of the Holy Gho#, as well as of the 
Con, ſo are they both at other times connected with 
the Father, by the very Particle 2 and, which is re- 
tained in our preſent Doxology. 
Our Author complains of the Objections made 2 
gainſt him from the Con#itutions, as being almoſt en- 


tirely ad hominem*, and no Juſtification of the preſent 
Churches, who reject their Authority. If it be ſo, this 
ought at leaſt to ſilence him, and correct that Spirit 


of Oppoſition, by which he has ſo ſcandalouſly broke 
the Peace of the Church. But there are however 
two Inferences, directly to the Purpoſe, to be made 
from theſe Con#itutions;z (1.) That at what time ſo- 
ever we ſuppoſe them to have been compiled, the 
diſputed Form of Doxology was then in publick Uſe, 
as well as any of the others. And (2.) that it was fo 


well known and confeſs'd to have been uſed: ever 


ſince the Times of the Apoſtles, that rhe Compiler 
or Interpolater, however inclin'd to Arianiſm, yet 
durſt not take the Liberty which Mr. Mhiſton aſſumes, 


717 — 


to publiſh his Liturgies under the Names of the Apo- 
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s Juſtin, Martyr, opera p. 56. d Second Leit:r, p. 9, 10. 
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kit he ſhould thereby give too plain a Handle to diſ- 


| cover his Impoſture. 
But whether the Argument be only ad hominem or 


no, I perceive it has diſtreſs'd him ſo much that he 
looks out for a Retreat, and advances a Notion v which 
he had not thought of formerly *, that a Doxology 
may be apply'd ſometimes TO the Holy Spirit 


dination of the Holy Spirit to both the Father and the 


| Son. And to this Purpoſe he profeſſes to ſe the ju- 
| dicious Words of Mr. Paets x, with @ very ſmall Alte- 


ration. I do not ſee any harm in giving Glory to God 


| the Father, who created all Things; and to the Son 


who condeſcended to take our Nature upon him, and to 


| be ſlain, and who is therefore highly exalted; and NOT 
{| MUCH HARM IN GIVING GLORY #0 the 


| Holy Ghoft, who regenerates, and ſanfifies, and inter- 
| cedes for us: Glory and Praiſe MAY FAIRLY BE 


| GIVEN to each of the three Perſons, Sc. I cannot 


concur with his Opinion of Mr. Paets's Judgment, 
who, by what follows, appears to intend no other 
Glory to the Son and Holy Gho#, but what belongs to 
the ſubordinate Agents or Inſtruments of our Salva- 
tion. Which, I conceive, is ſuch a fort of Worſhip 


| as has no Place in the Offices of our Religion, and if 


once allow'd, will ſoon open a Door for the W orthip, 


not only of Angels, but of Men, to whom ſome ſort 


of Praiſe may be thought due, for their prompting 
and aſſiſting in the Work of our Salvation. But yet 
that Author's Judgment, as little as it is, ſeems no 
way inferior to Mr. Mhiſton's Integrity. The Words 
ſer down in Capitals are none of Mr. Paets's, (who- 


ever he be) but Mr. Mhbiftlon's own Interpolation. In 
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Y Second Letter, p. 10, 11. W See Letter of Thanks, p. 16. 


* Humble Apology for St. Paul, p. 20. 
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(52) 
the former Clauſe they are entirely thruſt in, and in 
the latter, where Mr. Whiſton ſays Glory and Praiſ. 


may be fairly given, Mr. Paets allows it to be certain. 


Iy due. Nor can he bring himſelf off, by calling this 
4 very ſmall Alteration. For his Readers muſt reckon 
it a very material and important one, beſides the In- 


jury he does his Author, by making him ſpeak as 


much Nonſenſe as himſelf. NOT MUCH HARM 
in fixing the Object of religious Worſhip! If there 
be any harm at all, it muſt be much and infinite. We 
either muſt be guilty of Idolatry in worſhipping the 
Holy Ghost, or elſe of Sacrilege in declining and refu— 
ſing it. Our Worſhip of him muſt either certaznly 
We ſee 
from this Example, how little Truſt we are to give 
to Mr. Yhiſton's Quotations, and how unfairly he is 
apt to repreſent, not only the Objections of the op- 
poſite Party, but the Teſtimonies of his own. And 
well may his Enemies expect no Quarter, when he 


makes no Conſcience of murdering his Friends! 


vm. 


And now, after J have paid my Reſpects to the 
Conſtitutions called Apoſtolical, our Author will allow 
me to go on to the Fathers of the three firſt Cen- 
turies. As to the Doxology in the concluſion of S. A- 
natius's Martyrdom, I ſhall leave the Reader to judge 
between us ? for its Authority or Spuriouſneſs, when 
I have juſt added to what I had urged before. 1. That 
Biſhop Pear/on, whilſt he went upon the general Argu- 
ment of the Genuineneſs of Ignatius's Epiſtles, has not 
neglected to diſtinguiſh between the genuine and In- 
terpolated *, and in ſome Paſſages where they differ, 


y See Additions to the Seaſonable Review, p. 3, 4, 5. and 
Whiſton's decond Letter, p. 30, 31. and Poſtſcript, p. 45, 46, 47. 
z Pearſon vindic. Ignat. in proœmio cap. 4, 5. 25 


has 


has vindic: 
the genuir 
are Doro | 
has found 
ctions. 2 
as Ignatiu. 
put in at 
Nome d, 1 
iſiting t! 
not be a 
Chronicon 
of this P 
And tho? 
Paſſage \ 
hand tha 
o St. Fer 
dr. Jer 07 
and was: 
he colle& 
ſtorians © 
The ] 
his Phr: 

dbſery*'d 

, a ite 

lefendec 

tcrwards 

nterpre 

on of . 


I * Pas. 5 
e Whif 
rim. CH 
Act. 27 
e A TI 
lita, nun 
luſtribus 
n tranſla 
dit. Par. 
i Seaſo 


(53) 


has vindicated a the reading of the ſmaller Epiſtles for 
/« the genuine, particularly that remarkable Expreſſion 
. an Nod (yrs w ονν⁰,Ü? upon which Mr. Whiſton © 
has founded the moſt conſiderable of all his Obje- 
ions. 2. That St. Paul being as much a Priſoner 


n. Wes Ignatius, when he ſailed by the Coafts of Aſia, and 
as put in at ſeveral Ports as he ſhaped his Voyage to 
Meme d, there can be no Objection againſt Ignitius's 
re Piſiting the Churches in ſuch a Paſſage, which will 
e Pot be anſwer'd by that Example. 3. That the 
he Ncbronicon of Euſebius, agreeing with the Chronology 
u- Wof this Narrative, is a weighty Confirmation of it. 
5 Hand tho' Mr. Z/hifton can bring no Proof that this 
ee paſſage was inſerted in the Chronicon by any other 
ve and than Euſebius's own, yet if he ſhould refer it 
is Mo St. Jerom, the matter would be little alter'd, ſince 
p- Ft. Jerom lived in the ſame Century with Euſebius, 
- and was a Man of ſuch Judgment and Integrity, that 
e 


he collected his Additions only from the beſt Hi- 
orians es. 

The Doxology of St. Polycarp concluding with 
his Phraſe @ ava: «yiu and to the Holy Ghoſt, was 
bſerv'd f to be read differently in Euſebius & ,- 
he Nd in the Holy G hoi. The former reading was 
»w [Wctended from the Church of Smyrna's repeating af- 
n- Nerwards the ſame Doxology, as well as from the old 
g- Interpretation of this Place, and Ruſinus's Latin Ver- 
ge on of Euſebius, which both rendering it cum Spiri- 
en — — — 
nat par. 2. c. 3.—7, 12. b Ignat. epiſt. ad Magneſ. S. 8. 


1 e Whiſton's Diſſert. in Epiſt. Ignat. p. 15. — 18. in vol. 1. of 
5 rim. Chriſt. | 


1t Ad. 27. 2, 3, 5, 7, 8. & cap. 28. V. 12, 13, 15. 
In- © A Troja uſque ad viceſimum Conſtantini annum, nunc ad- 
er, Ita, nunc mixta ſunt plurima, que de Tranquillo & cæteris 
3 luſtribus Hiſtoricis curioſſimè excerpſimus. D. Hieron. præfat. 
and n tranſlat. chron. Euſeb. inter opera tom. 4. par. 2. epiſt. 104, 
7 dit. Pariſ. 1706. 


i Seaſonable Review, p. 26, 27, & Addit, p. 5. 
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(54) 
tu SanRo do agree much better with that than with 
the other. When our Author can alledge as much 
on the other ſide of the Queſtion, he may boaſt with 
a better grace, that Euſebins's Copy is evidently th 
genuine one 8, In the mean time let him remember, 
that it is the Obſervation of ſome learned Criticks ), 
that Euſebius does not always tranſcribe the very 
Words of his Authors, but contents himſelf with 
ſetting down their Senſe or RET Mr. Whiftn 
remarks i, that in St. Polycarp's Epiſtle the Hoh 
Ghost is never mention'd with the Father and the 
Son Which, if it concludes any thing at all, mul 
conclude as much againſt Euſebius's Copy of his Mar 
tyrdom, as the other. And if he diſlikes that Con. 
ſequence (as indeed it has no Pretence of Reaſon tin the C 
| ſupport it) he muſt then allow it has no Conſequene to innov 
at all. | 3 | in his yo 

The Teſtimony of Juftin Martyr * he flight C « 
paſſes over l, as being only produced in favour of thehree D 
Atbanaſian Doctrine about the Holy Spirit in general bis Belii 
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But the contrary is evident, that he ſpeaks not onlyMTerms a 
of the Holy Spirit in general, but in particular of the the later 
Worſhip which is due to him in conjunction with{ate his 


the Father and the Son, of that very Zi6x5 #, we 
xuyyors, Worſhip and Adoration which Mr. Hbiſin 
contends ſhould be directed to the Father alone, a 
we ſaw in the foregoing Section. And if this be not 
a full Vindication of the preſent Doxology , I {hall 
deſpair of ever ſeeing any thing vindicated or mad: 
out at all. : 

The Doxology of Clemens Alexandrinus in the Con: 


Do much 
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cluſion of his Pædagogue, is ſo clear an Authority ” 9 75 

3 R 1 3 — Is He 
= : e » Theſ, 

E Second Letter, p. 3 that Shag 5 


I. 

h Vid. Valeſii notas ad Euſeb. l. 5. c. 8. & Combeſiſ. in e- 

cerpta Theodot. ad calc. op. Clem. Alex. vol. 2. p. 1003. edi. 
Oxon. 3 | 

* Juſtin Martyr, opera p. 56. | Poſtſcript, p. 45, 48. 


auſe I find 
Attributes, 
the God of 


that 


1 


with former pitiful Refuge of undervaluing the Author, 
uchMand reckoning this w among his Juvenile Worts, be- 
with ore he came to be inſtructed by Pantænus, whilſt 
he had his Knowledge of Chriſtianity from ſeveral 
Maſters, and among them one or two that were moſt 
robably Hereticks. I had ſaid enough before to have 
kept a Man of any Modeſty from this fulſom Repe- 
ition of ſo ſhameful an Objection. But that his Folly 
may be manifeſt to all Men, I ſhall proceed to examine 
it more particularly. 1, x 
1. The younger he ſuppoſes Clemens to have been, 
as I had urged before) the greater Antiquity he muſt 


be that he ſhould ſpeak in ſuch a Style as was allowed 
in the Church. It is not uſual for very young Men 


in his younger Years, could be content to follow the 
uſtom of the modern Writers, to acknowledge the 
Three Divine Perſons to be One God, and expreſs 
his Belief of our Saviour's Divinity in as ſtrong 
erms as any Athanaſian can do 9. It has been in 
the later Years of Life, that he has preſumed to di- 
ate his own Senſe to others, and give the Church 


ger No much Diſturbance by his dangerous Opinions. A- 
biſfanong all his Saſpicions of Athanaſius, he allows him 


2e, Mo have been ſincere and ſound in the Faith while he 
e nolwas young, and refers us to his YOUTHFUL 
s NOBLEST Treaties, to ſee the TRUE Dottrines 
made | of 


6 6 1 — 


— — . | — — 
Con- - EM 
orityl © Poſtſcript. p. 7. 

n This he confeſſes, Letter of Thanks, p. 18. 
o Theſe are his Words. I believe, and am obliged ſo to do, 


auſe I find it every where plain and evident that the Style, Titles, 
Attributes, Actions, incommunicable Name of the Eternal Deity, 
the God of Iſrael, are at leaſt as frequently aſcribed to him the 

5 : » a Son, 


that Mr. Mui ſton is forced to betake himſelf to his 
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aſcribe to his Doxology, and the more likely it will 


o innovate in ſuch Matters. Mr. Whiſton himſelf, 
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of the Church, nay, even of Athanaſius himſelf, as thy 
were taught and believ'd in his YOUNGER Das? 
And what ſort of a Diſputant is this, that will mak: 
the Youth of an Author either a Recommendation o 
an Objection, as it ſerves his turn, without giving 
any other Reaſon for the Difference? For why, | 
pray, ſhould Clemens be juſt the reverſe of Athanaj- 
us, a Heretick when he was young, and orthodox 
as he grew old? The LAST and NOBLEST Wort 
of Clement 4, but the YOUTHFUL NOBLEST 
Treatiſes of Athanaſius! Why? 

2. It ſeems (as Mr. FYhifton will have it) he fel 
into ill Hands, both Dr. Cave and Yalefius ſuppoſing 
him to have heard the Lectures of certain Hereticks, 
Bardeſanes, Tatian and Theodotus. But this (he may 


remember) is founded wholly on a flight Conjecture, Þ 


becauſe Clemens in mentioning the Countries where 
his Tutors lived *, has named the ſame Countries 
where thoſe Perſons lived; which every one muſt 
ſee to be ſo weak a Foundation, that there can be 
nothing built on it with any Certainty. But ad- 
mitting his Tutors to be theſe Hereticks, yet from 
whence does Mr. Mhiſton collect the Trinity in Unit) 
to have been the diſtinguiſhing Doctrine of their He- 
relic ? Bardeſanes was a Valentinian *, Tatian was an 
 Eucratite *, and Theodotus a Montaniſt u. And when 
Mr. FYhifton can evince that the Doctrine of the 7ri- 
nity ſprang out of either of theſe Hereſies, he may 
deſerve perhaps a little farther Attention as to this 


. — 


Son, as to the Father himſelf, through the whole Bible; notwith- 
ſtanding any Inability of comprehending the Nature of God, and 
r hence of judging of the Unity or Plurality of Perſons in the Di. 
vine Eſſence. Whiſton's Theory of the Earth, 1 | 

p Hiſtor. Pref. p. 119. in vol. I. of Prim, Chriſt, See alſo Let: 
ter of Thanks, p. 13. 4 Poſtſcript, p. 47. 

r Clem, Alex. Strom. I. 1. vol. I. p. 322. alias 274. 

$ Euſeb. Eccl. Hiſt, I. 4. c. 28. * Ibid, c. 27. 

Lib. 5, c. 16, . Te Vs bid. e. 
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Doctrine directly from the Holy Apoſtles 

ſown the ancient and Apoſtolical Seeds of Doctrine in his 
Mind v. Either then the Tutors ſo highly magnified 
| by this Father were not Hereticks, or elſe he was 
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matter. In the mean time, he may be pleaſed to 


confider, that Clement himſelf, even when he wrote 
his Stromata, expreſs'd a much better Opinion of his 
Tutors, as blefſed Men, and truly praiſe-worthy, who 
had preſerved the TRUE Tradition of the bleſſed 


himſelf infected with their Hereſy, even when he 
wrote his Stromata. The latter Mr. M biſton will not 


| fay, and therefore he muſt grant, that Clemens of A- 


lexandria was bred up under Carholick Tutors, from 
whence we may expect, even in his juvenile Writings, 
an Agreement with the Catholick Faith. 

3. Nay there is this farther Advantage in the Writ- 


| ings of his younger Years, thar if his Judgment were 
| leſs, yet his Memory was better, and he could fer 
don with more Exactneſs what his Tutors had de- 


liver'd as matter of ancient and Apoſiolical Tradition. 
He complains much in his Stromata of the Feakneſs 


| of bis Memory, and that there were many things which, 


not being committed to writing, had ſlipt out of his Mind 
thro' length of Timex. "Twas for this reaſon he enter'd 
upon the Work of his Stromata, that it might be a 
Remedy againſt the Forgetfulneſs of Old Age), and a 
a means 10 keep the bleſſed Tradition uncorrupt 2. Now 
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his Pædagogue, being certainly written before this o- 
ther Work (and Mr. Mhiſton ſuppoſes many Years 

before it) muſt needs have the advantage of it in this 
reſpect, and the Citations from it, be of greater au- 
thority. But, 

4. How young ſoever this Father might have been 
at the writing of his Pædagogue, yer he certainly ap- 
| gon of it in his elder Years: For he refers to it in 

is Stromata * with approbation, and without any 
Strictures to ſignify that he had changed his Mind in 
any particular; he mentions it as a Book proper to 
prepare the Minds of Youth for their future Increaſ: 
in Knowledge and Virtue. Nor is it ſtrange that he 
ſhould write ſuch Treatiſes in time of Youth, as would 
be no diſcredit to his elder Years, when we remember 
how Mr. Mhiſton himſelf has been bated by a young 
Antagoniſt b, and ſhewn to have forfeited his own Cha- 
racter, whilſt he labour'd to beſpatter the Fame of 

Athanaſins. Vet afterall, £ 

5. There are no contemptible Reaſons to be offer'd, 
why this Pædagogue ſhould not be judg'd fo youthful 
a Performance as our Author ſuggeſts. Clemens, it is 
PR had written other Treatiſes before; for beſides 
is Protrepticus ad gentes, which is ſtill extant, and to 
which he refers in the beginning of his Pedagogue e, 
he occaſionally mentions two others of his Treatiſes, 
one concerning Continence ©, and another concerning Mar- 
riage e. Nay there is reaſon to believe f, that his Pro- 
trepticus, Pædagogue and Stromata were all written in 
a ſhort time after one another. So that upon the 
whole we may perceive, that the true ground of 
Mr. M hiſton's Clamours againſt this Book, 1s not any 


21.6. vol. 2. p. 736. alias 616. Þ Mr. Thirlby. of Jeſus Col- 
lege in Cambridge. Vol. 1. p 97. alias 78. 4 Heel theegTeins, 
Pædag. 1.2. c. 10. p. 226. alias 193. © E, md yauirg Aya, Pæ- 
dag. 1.3. c. 8. p. 278. alias 237, #* See Dr. Grabe's Inſtances of 
Defects, p. 10. : e 


Want 


BP 


want of Authority in the Book it ſelf, but the Un- 
ſoundneſs of his own Principles, which are too ſtrong- 
ly refuted by ſo bright an Evidence. ; 
But to take off from its Authority the more, our 
Author oblerves8, that he advanced the contrary 
Doctrine in his Hypotypoſes, his laſt and nobleſt Work, 
which contained his Expoſitions of Scripture, and ſuch 
Traditions as he had received from the then ancient 
Presbyters. But had he not the ſame defign in view, 
when he wrote his Stromata, on purpoſe to make a 
juſt Repreſentation of thoſe bright and lively Sayings he 
had heard» ? Nay indeed the Hypotypoſes were, in 
Dr. Grabe's i opinion, written ſo ſoon after the Stro- 
mata, that they might in a manner be reckon'd one con- 
tinued Work. And it is obſervable that Clement him- 
ſelf does ſometimes call his Stromata by that Name K. 
Only if there be any difference the Stromata mult have 
the advantage, becauſe the defect of Memory, of which 
he there complains, muſt be encreaſed rather than leſ- 
ſen'd, when he wrote his Hypotypoſes, which was 
the laſt Work of the two. In this, it ſeems, there 


were ſome Paſſages favourable to the 4rian Hereſy, 


which makes our Author ſo fond of defending, and 
ſo liberal in his Commendations of it. But he ſhould 
remember that beſides thoſe Arian Sentences, it is 
ſaid by Photius | to have contained many other impious 


and fantaſtical Opinions, ſuch as the Eternity of Mat- 


ter, Tranſmigration of Souls, Exiſtence of many Worlds 
before Adam, &c. And if Mr. Yhifton can reckon 
it, with all theſe Follies, to be much the moſt valuable 
of the Works of Clement, let him enjoy his Opinion, 


and let no Man ever hope to ſhew him the Abſurdity 


s Poſtſcript, p. 47. h "E:9waev &rex,va; C i EvargYy ws 
@ tus xav txeval, wv varrtiun Fn ETa% 870 MYAV 3.7. A, Strom. I. 
p. 322. alias 274. 1 Inſlances of Defetts, p. 12, 13, 14. Kk 'Aval- 
xa w; nt x2num ride Th D ,’ Strom. 1. p. 322. alias 274. 
# Bibitoth. cod. 109. 
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( 60 ) 
of any thing. But in juſtice to that Father's Memory, 
I would obſerve to the Men of more Candour and In- 
genuity, that theſe things are ſo utterly inconſiſtent 
with his Writings that are ſtill extant, that Photius 
had ſome ſuſpicion this might not be the genuine 
Work of Clement, but of ſome other Perſon under his 
Name; and Rufinus m, who lived but in the fourth 
Century, complained that ſuch Paſſages had been 
foiſted into his Works by Hereticks, entirely contrary 
to his own Sentiments. To all which we may ſubjoin 
the Conjecture of the Learned Dr. Grahe®, founded 
upon good Obſervation, that he might ſometimes in- 
ſert ſuch Paſſages not as his own Opinion, but the 
Opinion of thoſe Hereticks whom he intended to 
confute : Which Photias, in his curſory reading of 
a multitude of Books, might not diſtinguiſh with ſuch 
accuracy as he oughr. . 
But let Photius, it ſeems, ſay hat he pleaſes o, let 
Rufinus make what Apology he will, let Dr. Grabe 
conjecture as he thinks fit, let the Paſſages be many 
of 'em ever ſo abſurd and monſtrous, or ever ſo plain- 
ly contrary to the undoubted Sentiments of that Fa- 
ther, yet Mr. M hiſton is reſolved to believe (and who 
can hinder him?) that thoſe Arian Sentences, which 
depreſs the Son into the Rank of Creatures, are the ge- 


nuine Words of Clement, and meant to expreſs his 


own Opinion; and that becauſe ſomewhere in his 
Stromata p ſtill extant, he calls the Son HI o- 
ola, the firſt created Wiſdom. But let St. Clement, I 
pray, be heard, as the beſt Interpreter of his own 
Meaning. It has been often obſery'd to Mr. Mhiſton 
by others in this Controverſy, that the Fathers in the 


— 
as. 
— 


m Rufin. de adulterat. lib. Origen. in Tom. 5. opp. D. Hie- 


ron. p. 250. Ed. Par. 1706. Vid. & D. Bull. Def. Fid. Nic. 
c. 6. §. 9. n Inſtances of Defects, p. 15, 10. O Poſtſcript to the 
ſecond Letter, p. 47. PL. 5. p. 699. allas 591. 
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ond Century, beſides the eternal Exiſtence of the 
n in and with the Father, did aſſert his S το, or 
ing out of the Father, in order to create the World. 


St. Clement meant by calling Chriſt Tewrorl 50; co, 
d aſſerted the coming forth of the Word to be the 


is uſed ſometimes by the Ancients for eternal Ge- 
ation, and that this Clement himſelf has explain'd 
Son's being made the Beginning of all things, by his 
ng the firſt begotten :. Thus will this Father be 
und conſiſtent with himſelf, and with rhe Catholick 
th; and there can no Argument be form'd from 
ce, that the Arian Sentences in the Hypotypoſes 
preſs'd his genuine Sentiments. | 

o the Teſtimonies of Origen Mr. Whifton makes 
ſame Objection as to Juſtin Martyr's, that they are 
ymention'd as favourable to the Athanaſian Doctrine 
it the Holy Spirit in general, and that to conſider 
m would be to divert from the buſineſs of Doxolo- 
v. Now tho' we have the Authority of this Fa- 
among St. Baſis Teſtimonies, directly for our 
m of Doxology, yet ſince that will be conſider'd in 
next Section, it may ſuffice at preſent to take no- 
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his they ſometimes call his Creation and Generation, 
d apply to it that Saying of Wiſdom in the Verſion 
the Septuagint, The Lord C REATE D me the be- 
ning of his Ways, for his Works J. And that this is 


l be evident to any one, who conſiders that he has 
ewhere deliver'd the ſame Opinion of this matter, 


bor of the Creation :. Not to inſiſt now upon the 
ſervation of ſome Learned Mens, that the Word 


that the ſame Point may be infer'd from the o- 
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For he who affirms it to be matter of Apoſtolical In 


genuine, becauſe it occurs not in the Latin Verlt 
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ther Quotations by plain and neceſſary conſequent 


vhen tl 
Books a! 
Divine & 
n an abſ 

But v 
ere is 1 
vell as ir 
he Ador, 
Ir. hi 


dition, that the Holy Ghoſt is joined with the Father al 
the Sou in HONOUR and DIGNITY =, muſt ce 
tainly mean him to be the Object of the fame Wy 
ſhip, and join'd with 'em in Doxologies. Again, i 
the Paſſage quoted by St. Baſil from his Commentan 
on St. John, he ſpeaks of Baptiſm as the Principle a 


Fountain of Spiritual Gifts, to every one who offers hoben /po 
ſelf to the DIVINITY of the ADORABLE TR"rm of 
NITY, by the Power of INVOCATIONS?. HeWrreptar 
is firſt the Divinity of the three Perſons aſſerted, aWcnſe th: 


conſequently the Right of each to Divine Honour a 
Worſhip. The Words indeed are placed differert 


eligious 
our as 1 


in our preſent Copies of Origen, but will by no mei ind as t 
bear the Verſion Mr. W hiſton * gives them ; — Flat he 
Divine Efficacy of the ſolemn Words uſed in Bapii Hither {tr 
F the Adorable Trinity. They ſtand at preſent in it ſhews 
order, and are thus render'd verbatim—The DiviniWnd the 
of the Power (or Efficacy) of the Invocations of the Wy virtue 
dorable Trinity a. St. Baſil was not leſs likely to hie ſame 
a true Copy than we, and which is the molt ratio But ii 


ſdorable 
5 an Inv 
lerſtood 
ron, 
he Plurs 
his Sacr 
ITY 0 
nters thi 


Reading in this place, is plain without any Enlarg 
ment. However St. Baſil b produces another Paſl 
from his Commentary on the Epiſtle to the Rom 
where he expreſſly mentions the DIVINITY of! 
HOLY GHOST e. This Mr. H/h:ifton think 
ſtrange Paſſage for Origen, and cannot believe it to 


of Ruſinus. But it will not ſeem ſo range to oth: 


— — — 
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x Origen. a: 2px» in Proœm. Y Th & - 60 


turæę i xe /i raul TH Sroryſt © mogruwnTy; TR. Als 7 08 A Origet 
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pud D. Baſil. de Spir. Sancto, cap. 29. 2 Second Letter, | Fe 0 
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gen. Comment. in Joan. Ed. Huet. p. 124. Þ Baſil. uti 
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(ay - 

vhen they remember that the ſame Father, in his 
nene Hooks againſt Celſus, has called him G avs, the 
1 Tri 


or nan abſolute Senſe d. 


ſt ce But whatever be determined of the Word Gedrus, 
WeſWere is the Trinity propoſed in our preſent Copies as 
ain, Nell as in St. Baſils, for the Object of Adoration. But 
dental Adorable Trinity, it ſeems, is an Expreſſion which 
ple ar. Mhiſton e believes, the groſſeſt Arian will not ſcruple, 
rs hin ben [poken, as here, of the three Perſons mention'd in the 
Tn of Baptiſm all together; at leaſt not in Origen's 
 Hefrreprarion of the Word Adorable. What rational 
d, A enſe that Word can bear, when uſed with relation to 
our aheligious W orſhip, which will not imply ſuch Ho- 
eren hour as is due to none but God, our Author is not fo 


O ME 


— 


ind as to inform us. And as for his Obſervation, 


Bani cher ſtrengthens than invalidates the Argument, ſince 
t in tit ſhews that the Holy Ghoſt is joined with the Father 
DivinſWnd the Son in the fame kind of Adoration, and that 


f the, 
to hi 


dy virtue of their intimate Union in the ſame Nature, 
he ſame Praiſe and W orſhip mult be due to them all. 


Divine Spirit, and aſcribed @«crys, Divinity, to him, 


hat the three Perſons are here mentiond together, that 


ratio But in vain is all this Shuffling about the Word 
nlar@4orable, when the Paſſage plainly ſpeaks of Baptiſm 
. Paſs an Invocation of the Trinity. To ſhew that he un- 
RomWecritood a diſtinct Invocation in the naming of each 
Y of eon, we have the Word 03naycrwr, {nuyfcalions, in 
thinkMhbc Plural. To which purpole he elſewhere aſſerts 
it toMhis Sacrament to be adminiſtred by the AUTHO- 
VerlMUTY of 7he Holy Trinity, and particularly from hence 
o othWoters the Majeſty of the Holy Ghoſt *. Our Author, in 


his 

19s jy 0 Origen. contra Celſum, I. J. p. 165. See Prim. Chriſt. vin- 

Origen licat. againſt Mr. Whiſton, p. 109, &c. © Second Letter, p. 26. 
i 5 | 
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t ſalutaris baptiſmus non aliter n iſi excellentiſſimæ omnitrinitatis 
horitate, id eſt, Patris & Filii & Spiritus Sancti cognominationg 
| | comple. 
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—Tante eſſe authoritatis & dignitatis ſub ſiantiam Spiritus Sancti, 
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1 
his Verſion of the Paſſage before us, has ſhameful, 
evaded this Argument, by repreſenting the Wor 
Mrnedeſq e to ſignify nothing elſe but /olemn Mori 
From whence we ſee how well he is prepared to in 
vent a new Language, as well as to impoſe upon 
new and ſpurious Books. If he really believes hat; 
be the full Meaning of the Word, he ought to h 
ſent back to School to learn a better Ule of his Len 
con. But if he knows it intends nothing leſs, in th 
religious Uſe of it, than ſtrict and proper Invocati 
T humbly conceive another ſort of Puniſhment migh 
be better ſuited to the Groſſneſs of his Forgery. 
Well; but after all, 'tis pleaded, that this is i 
"conſiſtent with the Doctrine of Origen in other Place 
who not only reaches, that the Holy Ghoft is a Cru 
- tnre made by the Son 8, but even confines Doxoly 
and proper Invocation to the Father alone, in Exch 
Hon of the Son himſelf h. Ir concerns Mr. hin 
as well as me, to remove the latter part of this C 
jection, fince he himſelf allows i, the Son to be th 
Object of Divine Honour and Worſhip,-——by Doxil 
gies, by proper Adoration, by direct and diſtinct In 
ration and Thankſgiving. But in general it may b 
obſerved, with relation to theſe and all other cxcey 
tionable Paſſages in his Writings, that many of th 
Ancients eminent for Orthodoxy have written Apo 


heginnin 
Doctrine 
ed any 
hlematic. 
jon, (or 
he Obje 
ing his ( 
in his W 
over obſ 
ed only 

ot writ 
had been 
Errors v 
who wa 
he repen 
it is aſſer 
fourth C 
rupted a 
had beg 
which 1 
in that 
reckone 
orthodo 
how fai 
Defence 


logies for Origen, and reckon'd him on their {ide*MW = *a Z 
that Pamphilus |, who wrote his Apology at the ve. 7 
1 2 . SEL TEE Js oA 
compleatur, & ingenito Deo Patri, & unigenito ejus Filio nom nk Syn 
quoq; Spiritus Sancti copuletur. Mis ergo non ob ſtupeſcat 1100 e, Si q 
fit majeſtas Spiritus Sancti? Orig. de Princip. |. 1. c. 3. dcliptura 
s Orig. in Joan. 1.3. p. 56. b Origen. de Orat. p. 46, 50, & TOM he 
& contra Celſum, 1.5. p. 233. i Prim. Chriſt. vol 4. art. !! Hie 
p. 324. k Vid. Bp. Bull, Defenſ. Fid. Nie. ſeR. 2. cap. * Ruf 
+ Pamph. Apol. pro Orig. in tom. 5. opp. D. Hieron. p. “ 249, 
Tho St. Jerom denies this to be genuine, Epiſt. 41. al. 65. ad Pan is => 


mach. & Ocean. yer elſewhere he confeſſes it, de Scriptor. Ech 
cap. 75. | | 
beg 
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heginning of the fourth Century, largely aſſerts his 
Doctrine to be Catholick, and that when he advan- 
ed any thing that might look new, he did it pro- 
hlematically, propoſing it only to farther Conſidera- 


eful, 
Wor 
FP ork; 


ton jon, (or pethaps as Athanaſius ® thinks, ſetting down 
pon the Objections of his Adverſaries) and always deliver- 
hat ing his Opinions with that Modeſty which is ſeen 
to in his Writings that are ſtill extantn. It is more- 


Lex 
In th 
cati⸗ 


migh 


over obſervable, that ſome of his Works were deſign- 
d only for the Uſe of private Friends, and therefore 
ot written with the ſame Care and Caution as if they 
had been deſigned for publick Uſe o. Nay and whatever 
Errors were contain'd in them, St. Jerom himſelf, 
who was ſevere enough in accuſing him, confeſſes 
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it is aſſerted by Rufinus p, who lived no later than the 
fourth Century, that Origen's Works had been cor- 
rupted and interpolated by Hereticks; nay, that they 
had begun to do this in Origen's own Lite-time, of 
which he complains 4 himſelf in an Epiſtle inſerted 
in that Apology. His Books againſt Celſus are by all 
reckoned the moſt ſincere and uncorrupt z and how 
orthodox is the Doctrine contained in them, and 
how fairly the exceptionable Paſſages are capable of 
Defence may be ſeen in Bp. Bull's Defence of the 
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decr. Syn. Nic. $. 27. tom. I. p. 232, 3. ed. Par. 1698. Y 

n Si quis ſane meliùs poterit invenire, & evidentioribus de 
deripturà ſancta aſſertionibus confirmare que dicit, illa potiùs 
quam hec recipiantur. Orig. de princip. l. 2. c. 6. 

o Hieron. Epiſt. 41. al. 65. ad Pammach. & Ocean. 

> Rufin. de adulterat. lib. Origen. in tom. 5. op. D. Hieron. 
p. 249, exc. SER „ I 

1 The ſame Complaint is made by Diony ſius of Corinth, with 
Relation to hi, Epiſtles, vid. Euſeb. E. H. J. 4. c. 23. 
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Nicene Faith * out of this Father. Nor are the Pa 
ſages produced from his other Writings for the Crea. 
tion of the Spirit, of more weight and ſignificance, 


IX. Ow 


than this plain and direct Aſſertion, that he could fu Our! 
out no Expreſſion in Scripture, which might juſtily ¶Mueſtior 
the Calling of the Holy Ghoſt a Creatures. I cannot Nhe ſtood 
conclude without taking notice of Mr. }hifion'sMthat Fat 
remarkable Conceſſion*, that Origen ALONE of all faintly 
the Writers before Euſebius, and after the Apoſtolia PRE TI 
Conſtitutions, and Recognitions of Clement, diftinflMxice for 
diſcourſes as if the Holy Spirit were one of thoſe Being ¶ Excuſe 
that were made by the Son. So that if thoſe Confli-Myithout 
tutions and Recognitions ſhould appear to be ſpurious, Wit as St. 
and the Works of Origen to be liable to much Sul. found a; 
picion, there will be no clear Inſtance, by Mr. ki. When cal. 
flon's own Confeſſion, of any diſtinct mention oi Apoſtles 
this Matter, before the time of Euſebius in the fourth ¶ chat St. 
Century. | any DI 
I had thought it needleſs to come lower than the ¶ From 1 
Time of Origen, becauſe Mr. Mhiſton u had allow 4po#ol; 
St. Baſil to have PROVED the Uſe of this Fom Befo 
by particular Inſtances of ſeveral Great Men ſince ib me leav 
Beginning of the third Century. But ſince he ha ved his 
thought fit to retract this Conceſſion v, according to ſh groſſly 
his uſual Method of advancing in Hereſy, I ſhall pro- W be caut 
ceed to examine the Reaſons of his altering his Mind deals w 
and juſtify St. Baſil's Teſtimonies againſt his Excep- WW verſarie 
tions. 1 | | ores, fr. 
particu 

e— — — —ſhew e 
VCC. LC. 3, . | olical 

s Veruntamen uſq; ad præſens tempus nullum ſermonem in) the 
venire potuimus per quem Spiritus Sanctus factura eſſe vel crea We Liturg, 
tura diceretur. Origen de Princip. l. 1. c. 3, We are 
t Second Letter, b. 26. 1 
2 of Thanks, p. 14. | 1 1 

w Poſtſcript to the ſecond Letter, p. 48. 1 
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| Append, p. 10. 
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Our Author has now in ſome meaſure changed the 
Queſtion with Relation to St. Baſil. For whereas 
he ſtood charged with a foul Miſrepreſentation of 
that Father's Argument, in making him ſpeak ſo 
faintly * for his Cauſe, and alledging Y, that he 
PRETENDS not to any Apoſtolical Tradition or Pra- 
gice for his Form of Doxology : He has offer'd no 
Excuſe for ſo baſe an Impoſition on his Readers, but 
without ſo much as mentioning his Offence, admits 
it as St. Baſil's Opinion, that that Form was 70 be 
found among thoſe Apoſtolical Traditions which were 
then called unwritten, as ſettled in the Churches by the 
Apoſtles, What therefore he now pleads, is only 


that St. Bal has not proved his Point, nor brought 


ary DIRECT Teſtimonies from the Scriptures, nor 


from the old Liturgies, aor from any CERTAIN 
Apoſtolical Traditions a. 1 


Before I enter upon this Argument, he muſt give 


me leave to obſerve, that whether St Bail has pro- 


ved his Point or no, yet Mr. Mhiſton however had 


groſlly miſrepreſented him, and his Readers had need 
be cautious how they truſt to his Quotations, who 
| deals with ſo little Sincerity both by Friends and Ad- 
| verſaries. 
| ries, from ApoFolical Tradition, he has multiplied his 


Again, in diſtinguiſhing the Old Litar- 


particulars without Ground, to make the greater 


| ſhew of Argument. For what elſe were theſe Apo- 
| folical Traditions, or Forms ſettied in the CHURCHES 
| vy the ApoAles, but ſuch as were extant in the Old 
| Liturgies ? In the next place it is doubtful, what 
| we are to underſtand by a DIRECT Te#imony. If 
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x Letter of Thanks, p. 14. Prim. Chriſt. vol. 4. 
2 Second Letter, p. 23. P. 22. 
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(63) 
he means ſuch as bore Witneſs to his Form of Doxo: 
logy, in every Term or Word of it, then indeed he 
has produced no Example from Scripture of this kind; 
but he has appealed to Apoſtolical Tradition, for the 
fe of that very Form for which he was contend- 
ingd. But if by direct Tefimony, we underſtand 
that from whence it may be concluded by direct and 
neceſſary Confequence, then St. Baſil has in this Senſe 
9 to the direct Tefimony of the Scripture it 
ſelf, aſcribing to the HelyGho# the Name and Attri- 
butes of God, repreſenting him as in Nature equal with 
the Father and the Son, and propoſing him together 
with them for the Object of our Worſhip and 
Praife bb. Laſtly, it may admit of fome Diſpute, 


what Mr. M pi ton intends by CERTAIN Apo#ol: 


cal Traditions. If he means only certain in his own 
Judgment, I conceive that will be of little Weight 
or Moment in this Controverſy. But if he means 
ſuch as were certain in St. Baſil's Judgment, we find 
he ſpeaks of it with the, utmoſt Aſſurance, that his 


Form of Doxology had been rooted' in the Churches 


by long Cuſtom derived from thofe who had ordain'd it 
from the very Beginning of Chriſtianity, and deliver'd 
it to Poſterity e. 8 e e 

If St. Baſil be falſe in his Account, it muſt 
be either becauſe he wanted Opportunity to in- 
form himſelf better, or Judgment to uſe the Op- 
portunities he had, or Sincerity to make his Report 
according to his Judgment. That he wanted Oppor- 
tunity will hardly be alledged, when 'tis remembered, 
that beſides the many ancient Writings which muſt 
have been extant in his Time, he had converſed with 


many People who lived before the Council of Nite, 


Þ Baſil. de Spir. Sto. cap. 27, 29. bb jbid. c. 9-25. 
C "Hy, 61 ig agi Nag, Did, reis ip, vH 
egldens des , Kegre Þ Agiνi,α, Al ranghs & cuunbeag Tal; in" 
Au iciſ £/x0)]eppiCaray, Baſ. ut ſup. C. 29. ä . 
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| ice and Traditions of the Church. That he wanted 
ind; MW nor Judgment and Abilities, his Writings which re- 
r the MW main may abundantly convince us; and even Philoſtorgi- 
end- ¶ #5 himſelf, as much an Arian as he was, bears Teſtimony 
ſtand ro his Learning, and ranks him with Nazianzen and 
and Apollinarius, thoſe three being in his Account by far 
Senſe the greateſt Men among the Homoouſians ©. And 
ure it that he wanted not Sincerity, we have Mr. M hi ſton's 
\ttri- ill natured Conceſſion, who grants * him this good 
with Quality, tho' at the great Expence of that ſhrewaneſs 


ether N of judgment, and ſagacity of his Under ſtanding, which 


and Nis otherwiſe ſufficiently atteſted, and allow'd by our 
pute, Author himfelf but a few Pages before ©, where he 
fol. has given his Argument a different Turn, and thought 
own WU it for his Purpoſe to acknowledge that St. Baſil was a 
eight N LEARNED MAN. Fr 0 
dean; But that we may not build merely on St. Bafl's 
find I fingle Aſſertion, he has produced the Teſtimony of 
t his WW many great Biſhops and ſuch other Authorities, as 
rches were proper to atteſt an Apoſtolical Tradition. He 
7d it aſſures us f, 
ver'd Ml ons, worthy of Credit for their Judgment and Anti- 
quity, ſome uſing the Prepoſition in, others the Conjun- 
tion with, who thought it made no difference in the 
true ſenſe of Godlineſs. After this he names particu- 
larly Ireneus, St. Clement of Rome, Diony/ins of 
| Rome, and the other Dionyfius of Alexandria. It 
being the  profeſs'd Deſign of St. Baſil, to treat of 

ce Philoſtorg. apud Suid. in vocibus, Axe, Barina®-, 
„ F Crs 
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1-0 1 
his Subject with as much Brevity as poſſible 8, he haz 


produced the Words only of this laſt, as thinking 
it needleſs to recite their Teſtimonies ſeparately, when 


the Form of Words was the ſame. He produce 
indeed afterwards a Citation from St. Clement, and | 


two more from Irenæus, which do not contain 
any expreſs Form of Doxology : from whence Mr. 
Fhifon collects, that he had no ſuch Form to pro- 
duce ; but firſt mentions them with the two Dion). 
fii as his Witneſſes, and then proceeds to cite the Paſ- 
ſages in which the Strength of their Teſtimony lay. 
But that he certainly meant them as all concurring 
in that Form of Doxology, which he has recited 
only in the Words of the laſt of them, will be plain 
to the Learned Reader from the enſuing Obſerva- 
tions, 1. That the Names of the three former will 
be otherwiſe redundant, and without any Connexion 


either to what went before or follows after. 2. That 


St. Bafil has not here mention'd the Names of all 
his Witneſſes together, as he ought to have done, 
if he had meant in the firſt Place to inform us who 
they were, and after that to ſet down their Teſtimo- 
nies. 3. That he does not 1n any other Inſtance re- 
peat the Form of Doxology, except there was ſome 
little Variation of the Phraſe, and therefore when the 
four who were firſt mention'd agreed in the ſame 


Form of Words, it was enough to ſet down thoſe 


Words once for all, and only name his Authors as 
agreeing in them. 4. That Dionyſius of Rome, tho 
one of the four, has no expreſs Teſtimony cited 
from his Works, and therefore if he be nor under- 
ſtood to be here mention'd as agreeing in the ſame 


Doxology with his Name-ſake of Alexandria, or at 


leaſt as judging that Form allowable, as well as the 
other, his Name mult be ſuppoſed to be inſerted to 
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1 


| no purpoſe at all. 7. That he cites likewiſe ſome 
other Authorities from Dionyſus of Alexandria, to 


ſtrengthen his Authority; and therefore it can no 
more be infer'd from the like Citations from St. Cle- 
ment and Irenæus, that he did not mean to join them 


with Dionyſius as uſing the ſame Doxology, than it 


may from his quoting thoſe other Paſſages of Diony- 


| fus himſelf, that he had no direct proof of his uſing 
that Doxology, in whoſe very Words it is recited. 


We have then St. Clement in the firſt Century, and 


lrenæus in the ſecond (beſides Athenogenes to be men- 
| tion'd hereafter) as well as the two Donyſii in the 


third: And our Author was too haſty, when he 
thought himſelf gotten to the third Century, without a 


Angle Teſtimony to any Athanaſian Doxology or Purpoſe 
| whatſoever h. The Form it ſelf is produced in the 
Words of Dionyſius of Alexandria, in his ſecond Apo- 
| logetick Letter to his Name-ſake of Rome, where he 


mentions it not merely as the Form uſed by himſelf, 


| but as the Rule or Canon which he had received from 
| the Presbyters that were before him—To God, even the 
| Father, and to the Son, our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, with the 
| Holy Ghoſt, be Glory and Dominion, for ever and ever, 
| Amen i. This is an Authority fo full and expreſs, that 
our Author has no other way to evade it, but by his 
| uſual Pretence of Forgery, and poor Athanaſius muſt 
bear the blame, becaule it happens to ſerve that Cauſe 
| of Orthodoxy, which he ſtrove with ſo much Zeal 
to ſupport. The Colour which he uſes ® is, that this 
| is different from the known Doctrine of Dionyſius, even 

| as St. Baſil himſelf has elſewhere ſtated it, who there- 
| fore in this place expreſſes a Surprize to find ſuch a 
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Teftimony in his Writings, and ſpeaks of it as & av; 


Tho' this matter has been often clear'd by others, 


Place. 


that Hereſy, which in the next Century was called 


had intimated a ſubſtantial Difference between Chr:# 
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Fotov anweeN, a thing which was wonderful to be heard 
yet I find 'tis neceſſary to have it briefly ſtated in thi 


The truth then of the Story is this: In the third 
Century the Sabellian Hereſy had ſo ſpread it ſelf x 
mong the Biſhops of Pentapolis, under the Juriſdiction 
of the Patriarch of Alexandria, that the Perſons in the 
Godhead being utterly confounded and made one, the 
Humanity of Chriſt was attributed to the Father, and 
the Son of God was hardly at all preached in theit 
Churches m. Whilſt the Patriarch Dionyſus thought 
it his Duty to oppoſe the Growth of ſo much Impiery, 
it happen'd in his Epiſtle to Euphranor and Ammoning, 
that he let ſlip ſome Expreſſions not ſufficiently guard- 
ed againſt the other Extream n. This gave the handle 
to ſome Perſons to accuſe him at Rome, as advancing 


Arian. Whereupon when Dionyſius of Rome had 
expoſtulated with him, he wrote his Apology in 
four Books, in an epiſtolary Form, wherein he com- 
plains that his Accuſers had not quoted his Words 
entirely, nor as he intended them, and aſſerts that 
he had interſperſed many expreſs Confeſſions of the 
Catholick Faith? ; that thoſe Alluſions, by which he 


and his Father, had reference to Chri#'s Humanity, E. 
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upon which he had bur flightly inſiſted , whilſt he nat or 


8 a. \ \ 


1 See By. Bull. Defenſ. Fid. Nic. Sect. 2. Cap. II. $. 8, 9, 108» „ ver 
Conſiderat. on Mr. Whiſton's Hiſtor. Pref. p. 68, &c. Mr, Thirlby' lag F r 
Anſwer to Mr. Whitton's S»/picions, p. 87. and Defence, p. 18, Nic. C. 24 
31, Re. 5 | 2 34 

m Athanaſ. de ſententia Dionyſii, §. 5. tom. I. p. 246, "| r Ng 65 
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ks not reading it in Scripture, yet he had laid down 
he full Senſe of it in his following Arguments, which 
is Accuſers were not fo fair as to repreſent 1. 
Notwithſtanding all which Apology, it ſeems, the 
lrians in the fourth Century had the Impudence to 
hallenge this Alexandrian Dionyſius as their own *, 
pon account of thoſe few unguarded Expreſſions he 
had dropt in that Controverſy with the Sabelliaus. 
To theſe therefore Athanaſius juſtly replied, that ſince 
Dionyſius had written many other Epiſtles, and par- 
icularly this Apology to his Nameſake of Rome, his 
Opinion ſhould be gather'd from them all compared 
ogether, and his Words taken only in that Senſe in 
hich he had explain'd them; and that thoſe Allu- 
ions, by which he had ſo diſtinguiſh'd Chris from 
he Father, muſt then be underſtood as ſpoken only 
& oixovouiay, With regard to his Mediatorial Office, 
n which reſpect the Son, being conſider'd as the Vine, 
ould not be the ſame with the Father, who was the 
usbandman *. 2 
Nor was St. Baſis Notion of this matter different 
from Athanaſius's: For tho' he blames him more ſe— 
erely, as having given an unwary Handle to Hereſy, 
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ſelf, that Dionyſius of Alexandria not only wrote man; 


Kome, relating to the Sabellian Contioverſy x. Thel 


1. That he cites ſuch Paſſ' iges as are not mention 


(74) 


et he allows it to have proceeded from no ill Deſign 
bor purely from his Zual againtt Sabellianiſm, and 
owns that in his Apology to Dionyfius of Rome he hid 
aſſerted the Son to be conſubſtantial with the Father: 
We have then St Bajit's Teſtimony to the Genuine: 
neſs of this Apology, in that very place which 
Mr. Whifton urges to diſprove it. And indeed ou 
Author's Inconfiitency in this matter is very remark 
able, when he cites St. Baſil's Authority to convig 
Athanaſius of Forgery, and yet at the ſame time allow 
them to have been both of one mind, and that Baji 
Was /o weak as to take the word of Athanaſius. 
To theſe we may add the Teſtimony of Eaſebius him: 


other Epittles beſides thoſe he has mention'd w, bu 
particularly that he wrote tour Books to Dionyf us 0 


without doubt are the Books refer'd to by At hans. 
fius, who was Succeſſor to him in the See of Alexay 
dria. And that St. Baſil made not his Quot tion 
upon Athanaſias's Authority, but from the Book 
themſelves, is evident from theſe two Arguments: 


by Athanaſius And, 2. That he obtervcs of this pai: 
ticular Doxolog), that it could not be the Miſi abe 
TranjcribersY., Whereas had he quoted it upon aro- 
ther's Authority, he ought rather to have ſaid, 1! 
could not be corrupted or perverted by him. Nut to 
inſiſt now that there is another Epiſtle of this ver) 
Dionyſius to Paulus e a little befo:e hi 
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(79. 3 
Death *, wherein among other clear Aſſertions of the 
Doctrine of the Trinity, he mentions the Son, with 
relation to the Matter before us, as being rhe true 
God, and to be worſhipped by every Creature WITH 
the Father and the Holy Ghoſt a. 
How ver, as the Arians had boaſted ſo much of their 
having Dionyſius on thr ſide, and from thoſe Senten- 
ces already mention'd, had given a plauſible Colour to 
their pretence, St Baſil, „ hilſt he therefore choſe to 
ſet down the D xology in his words, had reaſon to add 
0 DoS dnszoX* Not that it was more than he ex- 
pected himſclf, but that they who made fo much op- 


oſition to this Form of Doxology, and ſuch others 


whom they had perſuaded that they had Dionyſius on 
their fide, would be ſurprized to hear ſo plain a Teſti- 
mony from him to that very Form for which Baſil 
was contending. This is no more than we may fairly 
ſay with relation to thoſe Arabic Minuuſcripts at Ox- 


ford, of wh ch Mr. AMhiſton once boaſted as an iuva— 


luable Treaſure; and yet behold, 5 avegdofov axveoYFy 


in thole very MSS. there are ſuch Paſſages as do en- 
tirely deſtroy his Scheme of Chriſtianity: Every 
Church is required to have three Gates, to repreſent the 


Holy Trinity; the Son is declared to have been em 
Eternity, begotten not made; and there is this expreſs 
Form of Doxology : Praiſe and Honour and Glory is 
due to thee the Father], and to him [the Son], aud 


to the Holy Ghoſt, before all the Worlds, aud now and 


always, even to Eternity b. 


—_— 


z Sed & adverſus Paulum Samoſatenum, ante paucos dies quam 
moreretur, inſignis ejus fertur Epiſtola. HRicron, ut ſupra. Thrs, 


tho doubied of by ſome Learned Men, has been handſomely defended 


by Mr. Thirlby. Defence, p. 47, &c. 
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St. Baſil, after this direct Teſtimony for his Form 
of Doxology, having produced a Citation or two more 


from the ſame Dionyſus, expreſſing his Belief of the 


Trinity, goes on to do the like by St. Clement of Rome 
and /renzus. From the former he produces that Form 
of an Oath, which has been ſpoken of already s. And 
from the latter he alledges two Examples of his calling 
the Holy Ghoſt, the DIVINE Spirit. But this our 
Author reckons to be very inconcluſive, becaufe he 
does not know, that the groſſest Arian that ever was, 
would have ſcrupled that Appellation d. But if he docs 
not know, I will inform him, that however he may 
have reconcil'd himſelf to ſuch Appellations, yet the 


| Hereticks in St. Baſl's Time (whether Arians or 


Pneumatomachi I will not now diſpute ) denied him 
to be naturally holy, and ſeparating him from the D1- 
VINE Nature, called him a ſervile and miuiſtring Spi- 
rit, and judged him unworthy of the more honourable 
Epithets*. So that theſe Teſtimonies of [renzus were 
at leaſt concluſive as to them ; ; and St. Baſil was not a 
Writer of ſo little Judgment and Conſideration, as to 
produce Authorities which were nothing to his pur: 
pole. 


The Teſtimony of Origen, who uſed this Form of 


Praiſe in many Places of his Lefures on the Pſalms, 
Mr. 7/hifton does but faintly ſhuffle off f, by urging 


that that Work is, in part, loft. For, if St. Baſil were 


a Man of Integrity (as he allows) we are not to doubt 
but he ſaw it extant in his time; and indeed had he 
not quoted fairly, it had been ealy for his Adverſaries 
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(77) 
\ lence and confute him. And as for the other Paſ- 
ges of this Father, which are either cited by St. Ba- 
on one fide, or Mr. Mhiſton on the other, they 
ve been conſider'd already 8. BO 170 Gp 
In like manner the Teſtimony of Africanus muſt 


t upon St. Baſil's Integrity, who appeals expreſſly 
the fifth Buok of his Chronology then extanth; and 


it Work is loſti, he muſt be content to give it up 
an Evidence on our ſide, till his fertile Genius has 
ented ſome Suſpicions to the diminution of St. Baſil's 
rhority. „ 

The Evening Hymn, which renders Praiſe to Fa- 
„, Son, and Holy GhoF, our Author & rates to be 
> very Evening Hymn in the Conſtitutions , which 
ribes Glory to the God and Father, thro the Son, in 


moſt Holy Spirit, excepting in the larger Vienna 
S. (which Mr. J/hi/tou always cenſures as corrupt) 


ere it runs, To the Father, and to the Son, and to 


Holy Gho#. And tho” at firſt he modeſtly TAKES. 


to be the Caſe, yet he ſoon advances it to a Certain- 

and concludes dogmatically enough, that inſtead 
Proof, on Baſil's /ide, from the three firſt Centuries, 
ade a PLAIN Inſtance of an Athanaſian Corrup- 
in the fourth. But ſince that Father calls the 
Im, as he related it, 2>yaiav , an ancient 
of ſpeaking ; whether his or Mr. Mhiſton's be the 
ter Authority, let every equitable Reader judge 
ween us; and let our Author think with himſelf, 
ether he has not, by this Remark , confirm'd the 
dit of that Vienna MS. which he was labouring to 
gels. e 
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our Author can ſay no more of this matter, becauſe 
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The Hymn of Athenogenes our Author undervalues 
becauſe it is not ſet down in the expreſs Words of 1 
But St. Baſil plainly appeals to it as a thing well knowihat he c 
and which therefore, in a Diſcourſe to be diſpatchM-lieve n 
with ſo much brevity, he had no need to repeat. HNiy, he 
one knows the Hymn of Athenogenes, which he left a; Wig? wi 
Legacy with his Diſciples, when he haſten'd to his Haſnuch v 
tyrdom, he knows the Mind of the Martyrs concerniigi with ſtan 
Holy Got. Tho? we have not this Hymn remainngſhauma 


There W 


el. OPPO 
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yet the Proof we have of St. Baſis Judgment and ii The 
tegrity, is enough to perſuade us, that it 3 wifznerely t. 
his Doxology; and the ſtill extant Confeſſions of ti, but 


ancient Martyrs a in the like Form, may ſerve torſſſvas Cor 
collatcral Proof. hat Do: 
_ Gregory Thaumaturgus had been Biſhop of Neocæ eving b 
rea in Pontus, the Place of St. Baus Nativity. Hot Ce/a 
left with his Church the diſputed Form of Doxolyſknown i 
agreeably to the Faith profeſſed in his Creed, that fer to th 
Trinity is perfect, not divided, or ſeparated in GLI ſo far 
RY, Eternity and Kingdom o. The Chariſmata that it r 
extraordinary Gifts of the Holy Ghoſt, were ſo conſſling cvid 
cuous in him, both by Miracles and Predictions, men- 
whilſt the very Enemies of the Truth eſteemed hin Next 
a ſecond Moſes, thoſe of his own Church behcid hiſthe {anc 
with the higheſt Veneration, and would ſuffer Wing in « 
Addition to the Forms and Ulages preſcribed by hinWthiiks « 
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There was no Tradition, in which St. Baſil had bet- 
er opportunity of going upon ſure grounds. Bux 
r. hifton, it ſeems, is ſuch an Enemy to Miracles, 
har he cenſures theſe Reports as idle Tales a, and will 
-lieve nothing of his Wonders, Creed or Doxology. 
ay, he advances higher, and Jet Baſil or Bp. Bull al- 
ge what Excuſes they pleaſe, he thinks himſelf 
uch wiſer than they, and will have it plain, not- 
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ing fvirh ſtanding all that can be offer'd, That Gregory 
aininl haumaturgus was an Arian himſelf ® | 
nd i The Teſtimony of Firmilian is next produced, not 


| wit 
of t 
e for 


xerely to ſhew his Agreement with the Faith of Ba- 
s, but with the Faith of Gregory Thaumaturgus who 
vas Contemporary with him, as it was ſet forth in 
hat Doxology which had been juſt referr'd to. He 
having been one of St. Baſis Predeceſſors in the See 
ff Ceſarea in Cappadocia, his Bocks were ſo well 
known in that Province, that it was ſufficient to re- 
fer to them without any diſtinct Citation. And this 
is ſo far from rendring his Argument contemptible, 
that it repreſents it with the greateſt Force, as be- 
ing evident at firſt View, and needing no Enlarge- 
ment. | | 

Next to him we have Meletius, as being again of 
the ſame Mind with Gregory, and conſequently agree- 


ec 
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hat 
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him 
cid h 
iffer | 
y hinthiiks of little Weight, and pronounces him to be 
| the 1a:e.%, as well as one of the weakeſt Witneſſes. The 
Ir ra, becaule St. Bail knew it only by bear- ſay, 
une. Locauic he had it not from the Man's own Mouth, 
em who died perhaps before he was born;) and the 
lateſt, hecauſc it docs not certainly appear whether this 


the Biſhop of Autioch or no. But it this does not 
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ing in che fame Doxology. But this Mr. Mhiſton t 


Meletius were the ſame that probably ordain'd Buſil, (i, e. 
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certainly appear, then he might, for ought Mr. Jj; 
ton knows, be much ancienter. However ſince w 
have here a Specimen of this Author's acute Geniy 
in Criticiſm, I would deſire to take notice, 1. Thy 


Reign e 
Century 
Council 
doxy. 


the Biſhop's Teſtimony, who baptized and ordained 9 How. 
Baſil, had been appealed to firſt of all, and there who * 
fore it is not likely he ſhould repeat it here in thi whom | 
Cloſe, unleſs we will charge him with the unf Ind 
Practice of telling his Witneſs twice over. 2. That who or. 
he had received that Biſhop's Teſtimony from himſel with Pr 
in Perſon, as a paternal Inheritance u- whereas he ac 29. {0 
ded the Authority of Meletius from the Teſtimon Pr., C 
or Report of others. 3. That he has clearly reckon I let £ 
him among the Ancients, by ſubjoining immediate the SEC 
this Interrogation, v q Te Tanag Myav; And wh had live 
ſhould I mention ancient Teſtimonies? 4. Above all been lel 
that he plainly ſpeaks of this Meletius, as one that Council 
had been dead a conſiderable time, when he ment 3 


ons this as the Report of ſuch as were o οννον 
contemporary with him: Whereas Meletius of As. Streſs c 
tioch was preſent at the general Council of Conſtas. lived #1 
 Finople in the Year 381, and there died , about thre: Not 
Years after the Death of St. Baſil x. As certain Church 


therefore as we are, that he could not ſpeak of hin ſuch 1 
as deceaſed, who lived after himſelf, fo certainly doe an : 
it appear that this Meletius here ſpoken of was not ih 


the Biſhop of Antioch. He is mentioned by St. Ba. 
fil as a Perſon of great Worth and Eſteem ?, aud firſt pr 
moſt probably he was that great Meletins Biſhop o Ri he 
Pontus, fo highly celebrated by Euſebius* in the nom 
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Reign of Diocleſfan, about the Cloſe of the third 
ce will Century, who, living to the Time of the Nicene 
enul Council, is by Athanaſiusa applauded for his Ortho- 
n 

ned 6 However ſince St. Baſi] has mention'd the Biſhop 
ther who 2aprized and ordain'd him, as the Perſon from 
in tz whom he had himſelf receiv'd this Form as a pater- 
unfall Inheritance, if that were Meletins of Antioch , 


T1; 


Thal who ordain'd him > Deacon (as our Author ſuppoſes 5 


im with Probability enough) I inſiſt that his Authority 
he ad is not fo inconſiderable as 'tis repreſented ©. For tho? 
imon Dr. Cave places him no earlier than the Year 360, 
kon yet 'tis certain That refers only to his Tranſlation to 
Jliatel the See of Antioch; and the great Age to which he 
d M8 had lived in the Year 381, mult argue him not to have 
ve aj Þcen leſs than four or five and Twenty Years old at the 
> thi Council of Nice, and conſequently capable of obſer- 


nent; ving the Uſages of the Church, before the Riſe of 
ne Atbanaſius. From whence St. Baſil plainly lays the 
J, Streſs of his Teſtimony, upon the long time he had 
har lived in the Miniſtry. wy 
Nor is the Argument from the Practice of the 
Churches in St. Ba/il's Time to be paſſed over with 
ſuch Scorn and Indifference d, ſince that is not ap- 
peal'd to merely as their preſent Practice, but conti- 
5 nol nued in them by Custom immemorial, by uninterrupt- 
ie Practice, even from the time when the Goſpel was 
aud firſt preach'd among them. 
p of The Teſtimony of Euſebius is all that remains, 
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(82) 
of Light, thro' our Saviour Jeſus Chriſt, WITH the 
Holy Ghoſt. Our Author f would here fain connect 
the laſt Clauſe with the ſecond, as tho' he had meant, 
thro our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and thro' the Holy Ghoſt. But 
this being plainly againſt all Example, I may fairly leave 
it to be born down by its own Abſurdity, and the 
conſtant Uſe of the Particle (w in other Caſes. And 
as to Mr. M hiſton's other Objection, that 'tis incon- 
ſiſtent with what Euſebius has elſewhere 8 taught, I 
ſhall add nothing to the Obſervations of a Learned 
Author in a Treatiſe ® this Day publiſhed, but only 
this, that if Euſebius were an Arian in his Opinion, 
his Uſe of ſuch a Form is the ſtronger - 4 of its 
Antiquity : as oftentimes the Force of Tradition (to uſe 
St. Baſis i Words) compelled Men even to contradict 
their own Opinions. | 

Our Author has one more Exception to St. Baſil's 
Authorities; and that is k. that he hints as if his Ad- 
ver ſaries ſuſpected Corruption and Forgery in theſe Te- 
ſtimonies. If they did ſo, that could carry no more 
Evidence than Mr. MWhiſton's groundleſs Suſpicions of 
Athanaſius. And 'tis but a ſmall Conceſſion, that 
the Station, Judgment and Integrity of St. Baſil, may 
make it ſafer to rely upon him, than upon his Ad- 
verſaries of no Name or Character. Indeed if the 
Reading had been otherwiſe in their own Copies (as he 
farther! ſuggeſts,) this might perhaps be of ſome 
Weighr. Bur there is nothing like this hinted, but 
the clean contrary. And 'tis very unhappily for him- 


ſelf, that our Author has put me in mind of this Re- 


mark. For what St. Baſil ſays is this, that tho' in 
other Infances there might be room for ſome Suſpicion 


of the Miflake of Tranſcribers in a ſingle Syllable, yer | 


s Euſeb. de Eccleſ. Theolog. 
b Bp. of London's Letter defended, 
1 De Sp. S. c. 29. k Second Letter, p. 29. 
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in thoſe which he produced, he not only had the Copies 


ect ready tu atteſt them, but the whole Scope of the Paſſage 
= concur dd, to prevent all kind of Jealouſy m. And par- 
ut Nticularly in his Quotation from Dionyſius of Alexandria, 
80 he obſerves n the Reading could not but be genuine, 
pay becauſe the other Form had been nothing to his Pur- 


poſe. So unluckily has this Author furniſhed our 


7 the means to baffle and deſtroy himſelf ! 
} | 

ed X 

ly : 


n, | We have now ſeen the Evidence produced by the 
its Orthodox; And the impotent Attempts of Hereſy to 


ie Nweaken it, do rather tend to its greater Confirmati- 


ik Ion. Againſt all this Cloud of Witneſſes, no nega- 
n ive Argument can be ww very conſiderable. But 
/'s hat no Pretence may be left of any thing unanſwer'd, 
d- would take ſome notice of that wonderful Obje- 
e- tion of our Author o, that he Euſebians or Arians in 
re e fourth Century, did openly and conſiantly affirm, 
of lat the Forms of Doxology, which uſed and or with 


at e Holy Ghost, eſpecially the latter, were direftly new, 


ly u lately introduced by the Athanaſians into the publick 
1. Vorſbip. This he would ſupport p by the Teſtimony 
e Ppf St. Bail himſelf, who frequently complains, that his 
© Hdverſaries charged him with being the Iaventor of 


e ew and ſtrange Expreſſions, unſcriptural and unatteſted, 
it either neceſſary in themſelves, nor preſcribed to the 
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tom. 2. col. 89. See Second Letter, p. 23. 


But 


Churches q. But whatever the Impudence of Here. But 
| ticks might prompt them to affirm in the Time aof St. 
4 St. Baſil, this is no Proof that they had openly and ſrom a 
1  gonflantly affirm'd it. The Growth of Hereſy un-WPbilofts 
| der Conftantius and Valens, and the Deciſions of ma-. Form 
l ny Arian Synods in its Favour, at Jeru/alem, Tyre, ſwhen i 
lb Antioch, Seleucia, &c. had by that time without Fron 
11K doubt occaſion'd the other Form to be preferr'd in the Ye: 
4 ſeveral Churches. And though Euſebius, the imme. ¶ nultitu 
I diate Predeceſſor of St. Bajil, were orthodox, ye Hi pu 
1 an unhappy Difference between him and Baſil r had gi. I e Son 
1 ven the Arians a conſiderable Advantage. Dianius, theſ ling th 
4 the next Biſhop before him, is found concurring in was at 
1 an Arian Synod at Antioch 5, and therefore may be wel Author 
| ſuppoled to have countenanced the Arian Practice, I not he: 
and to have diſcountenanced in his Dioceſe the pub · ¶ that th 
lick Uſe of that Form for which the Orthodox con- I and thz 
tended. Tis well known in many Inſtances howſſ till the 
ſtrongly Men are apt to be prejudiced againſt theſ this tin 
moſt ancient Practices if but lately diſuſed ; and thi young 
therefore may account for the Clamours made againſt not coi 
St. Baſil, for reſtoring in his Church this ancient an Inne 
form of Doxology. But whatever were the Ground filled b 
of their Complaints, 'tis plain they were unreaſor-ſſſ been fc 
able; the good Biſhop has fully vindicated his Con · that T 
duct in this Matter, and his Enemies indeed had laid rians, 
their Charge too high to be credited by Mr. Mhiſtu Year 3 
himſelf , when they affirmed him to have been the been c 
Coiner and Iuventor of that form. - fluence 
| mi | a —— Form 
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But what cannot be proved from the Adverfaries 
of St. Baſil, may perhaps be more Juckily made out, 
fom a Writer that lived a little after them, namely 
Philoſtorgius the Hiſtorian, who not only charges this 
Form with Novelty, but even mentions the time 
when it was firſt introduced or uſed in the Church a. 
From him 'tis Mr. Mhiſton reports v, that about 
the Year 348, Flavianus Patriarch of Antioch, got a 
multitude of Monks together, and did there firſl uſe 
this publick Doxology, Glory be to the Father, and to 
the Son, and to the Holy Ghoſt. By this way of tel- 
ling the Story, one would imagine that Flavianus 
was at that Time Patriarch of Antioch, and by his 
Authority as ſuch had introduced a Form which was 
not heard of before. But it muſt firſt be obſerved, 
that the Word Patriarch is inſerted by Mr. Mhiſton, 
and that Flavian was not advanced to that Dignit 
till the Year 381, after the Death of Meletius x. At 
this time therefore he muſt needs have been a very 
young Man, (a Laick as TheodoritY informs us) and 
not conſiderable enough to have ventured upon ſuch 
an Innovation. Beſides the See of Antioch was then 
filled by Leontius the Arian, before whom there had 


been four other Biſhops? of the ſame Perſuaſion; ſo 


that That Church had been in the Hands of the A- 
rians, ever ſince the Depolition of Euſtathius in the 
Year 330. If therefore the common Practice had 
been otherwiſe, it might well be refer'd to the In- 
fluence of thoſe Biſhops, and Flavian in uſing the 
Form now in Diſpute, might only revive an ancient 
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Second Letter, p. 17. | | 

= Secrat E. H. I. 5. c. 9. Theod. E. H. I. 5. % 3. 

y 'H 5 44 gls S Suν αũðů.̃ @AaC tavos 2 de., leggings u . 
Act) Vαα Hα⁰ t T6 ]vXnK07Sy Tu 5 N Dei. Theodor. 
4. 8 * |, I, c. 22, J. 2. c. 9. 


Doxology, 


2 
WW 
: 
* 
. 7 
by 
. 
ra 
z 
9 1 
* 
1 
1 
. 5 
= / 
'Þ 
«4 
1 
154 
5 
* 
| „ 
= . 
1 
* 
K 
1 
1 
. 
1 
A 4 
3 
'Y 
* 
r 


. 
1 
1 


— 


— . ERTIES: 

— — — a — _ 4 — 5 
= ** n e - . 
+Þ + & 2 ” 


0 ORR” < 
Lens ren ed 
— — 5 


— 


i — 


— => 


— — — — — 
= * 
cc: 


CR a ns — - 
„ . * r 2 


— 


Doxology, and yet be traduced by the Arians as the 
Broacher-of a new one. 
However, as this Matter depends only on the Cre 
dit of Philoſtorgius, who, being vehemently addictel 
to the Arian or (to ſpeak more ſtrictly) the Eunonj. 
an Hereſy, has manifeſtly given ſuch a Turn to hi 
Hiſtory, as might ſerve the Purpoſe of his Party, 
and is elſewhere b given up by Mr. Mhigton himſel 
4 an inaccurate and partial Writer : His Authority, 
I ſuppoſe, can be of little Weight, when put in the 
Balance againſt all thoſe ancient Teſtimonies that have 
been offer'd to the contrary. *Tis true, we have 
the ſame thing mention'd by Nicephorus Calliſtuse; 
bur as he lived almoſt a — years after the Fact, 
there is no doubt but he took it from Philoſtorgius, 
and his own ill Judgment at leaſt is ſufficiently diſco- 
ver'd, when he elſewhere d ſuppoles Flavian to have 
been aſſiſted in this Matter by St. Chryſoſtom, who 
was not born till ſix years afterward, A. D. 354. 
The Truth then of the Story, if we take it from 
Theodorit e and Sozomen f, is this. The Clergy and 
People of Antioch were at that time very much di- 
vided about this Matter, the Orthodox uſing the 
Conjunction with, and the Arians the Prepoſitions 
thro and in in their Doxologies. Leontius their Biſhop, 
tho' he were himſelf an Arian, and tho' there had 
been four others of the fame Perſuaſion before him 
in that See, yet durſt not openly give Countenance 
to the Arian Practice, but evaded the Difficulty by 
mumbling over the Doxology to himſelf, and pro- 
nouncing only the laſt Words | for ever and ever | in 
the hearing of the People 8. This Caution in a Bi- 
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op, who wanted no Inclination to ſerve the Cauſe 


Arianiſin, affords a very ſtrong Preſumption, that 


e Evidence for our Doxology was even in his own 
dgment too clear to be withſtood, till by ſome pre- 
dus Steps the People ſhould be better prepared for 


h Impreſſions. Accordingly Leontius went on to 


fuſe Orders to the Orthodox, and ordain none bur 


ans. By this means the Clergy were very much cor- 
pred, but yet durſt not openly vent their Blaſphemy, 
majority of the People being ſtill Orthodox h. Among 
reſt Aetius was ordained Deacon, a Man of ſo ex- 
xtionable a Character, that Flavianus and Diodorus 
eatned to break off Communion, and propoſe the 
atter to the Weſtern Churches. Upon this Leon- 
was brought to a little ſeeming Compliance; he 
irain'd Aetius from exerciſing his Office, and uſed 
fe two Orthodox Laicks with ſuch outward Ci- 
ty, as not to hinder the Admonitions which they 
e the People, and particularly the Method, which 
y firſt introduced, (and which has fince that been 
ctiſed in all Parts of the Church) of dividing the 
ging Choirs into two Parts, and chanting David's 
ums alternatcly i. 
[his Cuſtom of Singing alternately, another Hi- 
an aſſerts ro have been much more ancient, be- 
deliverd to this Church of Antioch by Ignatius, 
third Biſhop of that City, who had ſeen a Viſion 
gels celebrating the Holy Trinity in that manner k. 
| $0Zomen implies it to have been no new Inven- 
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tion, when he mentions it upon this occaſion as 
Matter of Cuſtom l. However, here is no Mention 
of any Innovation in the matter of Doxologies; not 
would Leontius, to be ſure, have permitted any thing 
of this kind to be done by the Orthodox. But x 
they had done before, ſo they ſtill went on, each 
Party concluding their Hymns with that Doxoleg 
which they thought moſt ſuitable to their Opi 
nion m. And thus when the Arians afterwards at 
Conſtantinople had learnt this Method of chanting 
Hymns alternately in the publick Streets, and con 
_ cluding with that Form of Doxology which the 
prefer d, St. Chry/oFom, apprehending that his Peo 
ple might be caught by this Example, preſcribe 
the ſame Method to the Orthodox n. Which being 
confounded with the former Story of Flavianus, 
. ſuppoſe might give occaſion to Nicephorus's Blunde 
in making St. Chry/o#om his Aſſiſtant in that Matter, 
And now, upon a Survey of the whole, this Ex 
ample of the Church of Antioch appears to be a Prod 
of the Antiquity of our Doxology, and not of its No 
velty, or firſt Invention in the Time of Flavianus, 


XI. 

We have now ſeen, I fay not all the Evidence 
but I am ſure ſuch as is abundantly ſufficient to ſup 
ort and vindicate the preſent Doxology. In Scriptunt 
we have had plain Inſtances of the Holy Ghoſt bein? 
ranked in ſuch manner with the Father and the du 
as can never ſuit the Condition of a Creature to b 
Joined with the ſupreme and omnipotent Creato! 
We have manifeſt Examples of his being joins 
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9 
with them in the moſt ſolemn Acts of Worſhip and 
religious Adoration. Nay ſome we have of this par- 
ticular Act of Doxology, in which tho' he be not men- 
tion'd under the Name of Holy Ghoſt, he is yet di- 


ſtinctly and perſonally pointed out. The Language 
of Antiquity has been ſhewn to correſpond with that 


of the Divine Oracles; and tho' Glory was ſometimes 
given in ſuch Phraſes as may ſeem rather to relate to 
the Mediatorial Office of our Redeemer, and the 


Sanctification of the bleſſed Spirit; yet thoſe very 


Offices were underſtood to imply their Divine Power 
and Eſſence, and therefore the Confeſſion of thoſe 
Offices was undoubtedly deſign'd to aſcribe the Glory 
and Praiſe of ſuch Perfections. | 1 

But however our Adverſaries may conteſt the 
Meaning of ſuch Forms, we have yet Inſtances e- 
nough of that direct Form of Doxology which glori- 
fies the three Perſons in the ſame manner. Nor are 
thoſe Inſtances taken only from private and obſcure 
Paſſages of certain old Authors, (as Mr. Mhiſton ® loves 
to ſuggeſt) but from Biſhops, and other Men of prin- 
cipal Note, who ſhould be thought to keep cloſeſt 
to the Rule of Faith, and to the Language of their 
Liturgies, in ſuch Books eſpecially as were meant 
for common Uſe, in thoſe Hymns, Apologies, and 
Homilies, and other Tracts, which were deſignedly 
diſperſed for the Uſe and Edification of the People, 
Nor are theſe Authors in Number few, or the Mem- 
bers of one particular Church, but many Men, and 
famous in their Generations, and ſeparated into di- 
ſtant Quarters of the World. 


In the Weſtern Church we have St. Clement in the 


firſt Century, appointed by the Apoſtles to be Bi- 


ſhop of Rome, Irenæus Biſhop of Lyons in the ſecond, 
and Dionyſius Biſhop of Rome in the third. If we 
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8 
travel Eaſtward into leſſer Afia, we have St. Poly- 
carp the venerable Biſhop of Smyrna, who was or- 
dained to that Office by St. John towards the Con- 
cluſion of the firſt Century, and ſuffer'd Martyrdom 


about the Middle of the ſecond. We have likewiſe 


the Example of the Clergy that ſurvived him in the 
fame Church. In the third Century we have Gxe- 
gory Thaumaturgus Biſhop of Neo-Cæſarea in Pontus, 
and Firmilian Biſhop of Czeſarea in Cappadocia. And 
laſtly, we have Meletius Biſhop of the Churches of 
Pontus, about the Concluſion of the fame Century, 


and beginning of the next. If we proceed to An- 
zioch of Cœleſhria, we have not only the Patriarch 
Moletius, but we find the diſputed Form fo firmly ri- 


veted, that tho' there was a Succeſſion of five Aria; 
Biſhops after the Council of Nice, yet were they not 
able to break it off entirely : Which ſhews it to have 


been derived by ancient Tradition, and probably from 


the Times of Ignatius, who was ordain'd to this See 
in the firſt Century, and whoſe Companions, in the 


beginning of the ſecond Century, conluded their Re- 


lation of his Martyrdom with the ſame Form of 
Doxology. Go we on to Paleſtine, and there we have 
Faſtin Martyr, in the ſecond Century, a Man of di- 


ſtinguiſhed Learning and Judgment, and a Convert 


from Heatheniſh Philoſophy, aſſerting the joint Ho- 
nour and Worſhip of the three Perſons. There like- 
wiſe we have Julius Africanus, ſaid to have been Bi- 
ſhop of Emmaus, in the third Century, and Euſebius 


Biſhop of Cæſarea himſelf, as much a Friend as he is 
reckon'd to the Arians, in the fourth. Laſtly, let 


us proceed to Alexandria in Egypt; and the Patriarch 
Dionyſius, in the third Century, will teſtify, not for 
himſelf only, but for his Predeceſſors, that this Form 
was deliver'd down as a ſettled Pattern and Canon P by 
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the Presbyters that were before him. Accordingly we 
have ſeen two Presbyters before him, Clemens the 
Catechiſt of Alexandria, and Origen his Pupil and 


Succeſſor in the ſame Office, agreeing in this Form 
of Doxology. 


Tf {till it be demanded whether theſe Biſhops uſed | 


the ſame Form in their Liturgies, which is obſerved 
in their Epiſtles or Homilies : Some of the Inſtances 
alledg'd are ſuch, as cannot fail of determining this 
too in the Affirmative. The Pattern or Canon which 
Diouyfins mentions in the Church of Alexandria, will 
hardly admit of any other Senſe than a publick Form 
of Doxology. The Practice referr'd to in the Church 
of Aalioch, was maniteſtly their Method of glorifying 
in the publick Worſhip. Juſtin Martyr explains the 
Language and Tenor of the ancient Lirurgics, when 
he affirms that the Chriſtians did worſhip and adore 
not only the Father and Son, but the Prophetick Spi- 
rit. The Teſtimony of Gregory Thaumaturgus is con- 


firm'd by Baſil, from the Practice of his Church in 


Pontus, which had continued from his Time without 
any Variation, as 'twas then eaſy for any one to ſatiſ- 
fy himſelf with very little Enquiry. Nor may the 
ſame be doubted of the other Authorities, ſince 
St. Baſil aſſerts in general of the CHURCHES in 


his Time, that they derived this Uſage from ancient 


and ApoHolical Tradition, which mutt be underſtood 


with reference to their publick Acts of Worſhip. 


Not to mention now the Conſtitutions themſelves, 
which ſhould, in Mr. F/hiſon's Judgment, be liable 
to leaſt Exception. 
Nor is it any prejudice to our Argument, that ſome 
of theſe ſame Perſons have uſed the other Form of 
Doxology. For as they have been ſhewn to be per- 


fectly conſiſtent, we may allow, without regret, that 


they were uſed promiſcuouſly ; and tho' the Ortho- 
dox, when they ſaw the abuſive Explication of the 
M 2 Hereticks, 
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Hereticks, choſe for the moſt part to ſpeak in ſuch a 
Phraſe as was not to be eluded, yet St. Bafi has de- 
clared for himſelf that he uſed both d, to ſhew that 
he thought both conſiſtent with the Style and Doctrine 
of the Church. It is then very unfair in Mr. Mhiſton r, 
to repreſent the Orthodox as acknowledging the Forms 
uſed by the Arians to be without diſpute THE old 
Chriſtian Doxologies, derived down from the firſt Ages 
of the Goſpel. That they were old Chriſtian Doxolo- 


gies, is known and confeſſed. But THE old Chriſtian 


Doxologies is too emphatical a Phraſe, and ſeems pur- 
poſely deſign'd to exclude the Form uſed by the Or- 
thodox from any Title to the ſame Character. But 


ſure they were not ſo complaiſant as to give up their 


own Claim to Antiquity, however they might be ſo 
candid and ingenuous as to grant it to their Adverſa- 
ries. And therefore it appears from the whole, that 
the preſent Form of Doxology obſerved in the Church is 
capable of Defence from the Primitive Uſages or Practice 
of tho Church of Chriſt. Q. E. D. 


XII. 


But ſtill the other Queſtion remains; Whether the 
other Forms contended for by Mr. Mhiſton, may not- 
withſtanding, or ought to be continued, upon ac- 


count of that Example which they likewiſe are con- 
feſſed to have in the ſame Primitive Antiquity ? And 
the Anſwer to this will be in few Words. If theſe 
can be proved to be preſcribed in Scripture, or deli- 
ver'd by the Apoſtles as a ſtanding Rule to continue 
throughout all Ages, I will readily ſubmit in this par- 
ticular, and acknowledge, that no Law of the Church 
can ever releaſe us from this ſuperior Obligation. But 
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the Form which mentions the Three Perſous for 

direct Object of Praiſe, has a Claim to equal Au- 

ity, and that both were rather founded in Uſe or 
om, than in any expreſs Law or Decree; then in this 
affirm, that the Church has Authority to decide 

een them, and preſcribe to her Members in what 

m of Expreſſion they ſhall glorify God. A greater 

erty may be reaſonably allow'd them in their pri- 

Acts of Devotion: But when they appear in the 

mblies of the Saints, they muſt keep to that Form 

und Words, which the Church has pur in their 

ths, conſiſtently with that ſacred Revelation 

: h is given for the Rule both of our Faith and 
j hip. And thus Mr. Mhiſton's previous Dueſtion® 
) be eaſily reſolved, that we gre not to «/e any 
k 5 of Worſhip and Doxology, merely becauſe an- 
o and ſcriptural, without asking the Church's Leave, 
5 

2 


TY 


h has Authority in ſuch caſes, ro chooſe out of 
everal Forms, that ſtand on the Foundation of 
ture and Antiquity, which ſhall be the particu- 
orm obſerved and uſed by thoſe of her Commu- 
Whoever then ſhall refuſe to abide by her De- 
„ muſt be thought a Diſturber of her Peace, 

n Impugner of Eccleſiaſtical Authority. And 
ſertion, I conceive, is not /o ſhocking, as Mr. 
fon t repreſents it, that whoſoever, at this time of 
- all preſume to receive any of the other Forms, in 
d tion to publick Authority, and immemorial Cuſtom 
e will deſerve to be cenſured as an Innovator, or In- 
[= er of new Forms of Doxology u. Tho? withal I 
e obſerve he has done me great Injuſtice in this 
— ation, The Stroak in the middle ſtands in the 
h of this Clauſe, upon which J had laid the main 
7 of the Accuſation Aud in order to indulge 
) wourite Notion, to which the received Form is 
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leis ſtr 


not ſo pliable, and from which thoſe very Forms in ii 
primitive intention are moſt averſe. It is the NA] \ 
of the Meaning which makes em to be new om; V 
Doxology. And however in the Primitive WIH Fin 
they are both pious and laudable, yet in ſuch moF® objec 
Authors as have affixed another Senſe to the ſame . EXP 
of Words, and inſiſt upon them, in excluſion of preſſior 
other Form, which is more plain and expreſſive of 2 N 
Glory due to each Perſon, they are impious and reaſo 
retical, and therefore (as our Right Reverend Di hand 
ſan adviſes) to be had in great abhorrence. dy, as W 
And thus again Mr. J/hifton may have the 6 h to a 
Criterion he wants, by which an Heretical Dor red Wr. 
may be certainly diſtinguiſhed from one that is ori inſp! 
It is the Senſe or Meaning mutt determine it. A reſpect 
the ſame Words which were once uſed in a knew 
agreeable to the Catholick Faith, be now abuſ ple in 


ſubvert and overthrow it, the Church had net for 
guard againſt ſo dangerous an Innovation; an Care the 
Author has the Reaſon which he asks*, why thi tir evain 


{ent Form ſhould be pitched upon as preferable [ have T 
others. Our Church has indeed, in the Collect . hiſt, 
after the Communion, retained one Examplc « ot real 
other Form, to expreſs her Concurrence with Sﬀ candid 
ſil's Opinion, that both are Forms of ſound undant C 
in themſelves, and conſiſtent with the Catholick H mea 
Bur then ſhe has ſufficiently explain'd to us in uth, ani 
Senſe ſhe takes it, as well by her Inſertion of the if he 1 
UNITY in that very Doxology — in the U ats of C 
of the Holy Ghoſt, as by her conſtant Preſcript id Suſpi, 
the other Form in all Parts of her Liturgy i via. at; 
Nor is our Author's Inference) by any means F N, 5 6a 
ſible, that becauſe the Church hu appointed i “ = 2 
place, it may therefore be uſed at diſcretion i <p & 
ther, where it is neither preſcribed nor allowed hy 14255 
8 ” - | — = & Eu 
w Second Letter, p. 9. XP. 37. P. 7, 8. ſo. F. 8. t 
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is ſtrange to obſerve with what Impudence the 
ans, whilſt they uſe themſelves a Multitude of 
ms, which can neither in the Phraſe nor in the 
aning be juſtified from Scripture, have yet in all 
es objected to the Orthodox their uſing of unſcrip- 
i Expreſſions, altho' the Senſe contained in thoſe 
preſſions is manifeſtly proved from Scripture, and 
one who is truly ſatisfied about the Senſe can 
e reaſon to quarrel with the Phraſe :. On the o- 
r hand, the Words of Scripture may certainly be 
d, as we know they have been, *by the Devil him- 
f, to a Purpoſe widely different from that of the 
red Writers, and that Bleſſed Spirit by whom they 
re inſpired. When therefore the Arians had in 
reſpect imitated the Father of all Lies and Hereſy, 
| knew how to uſe the fame Words with other 
abuſkeple in a quite different . N this made it ne- 
d ne Hry for the Church to ſtick to ſuch Forms as might 
an are the Senſe of Scripture, and be leaſt liable to 
ny Fr evaſive Conſtructions. 5 
able have now gone thro? the numerous Particulars of 
ola biſton's Epiſtle. And if he has any thing to re- 
of real weight or moment, I ſhall be ready to give 
k candid and fair Examination, and ſhall think it an 
undant Compenſation for my Pains, if they be found 
any meaſure to contribute to the Defence of the 
uth, and the Edification of my Fellow-Chriſtians. 
tif he ſhall again think fir to amuſe us with vain 
aſts of Certainty without Argument, with his own 
Id Suſpicions of the Forgery and Interpolation of 
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ſv. $.8, tom. 1. p. 278. | 
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Faith aꝛubich has been threatned ? The things which 1 
moſt undeniable, are called into diſpute. Mae believe 
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what he does not like, with partial and unnat 
Conſtructions of what he takes for genuine, w 
bold and groundleſs Conjectures at what he might 
able to prove out of Books that are now loſt and 
ſtroy'd, or with a nauſeous Repetition of what he, 


his great Judgment, does or does not believe : he mf 
excuſe me, if | think my Time and Studies may be m 
better employ'd, than in ſuch trifling Controverſ 


At preſent I ſhall leave him with this ſerious Expo! 


lation of St. Bal. But what Apology ſhall we alle 


for our ſelves before the great Tribunal? Namely t| 
That we have been led to glorify the Spirit, firſt by fl 
Honour which is paid him by our Lord, who in the Fi 
of Baptiſm has join'd him with the Father and him: 
next, that by that ſolemn Rite of Initiation we have 
been let into the Kncwledge of God; but above all, 
Terror of thoſe Threatnings againſt the Blaſphemy oft 
Spirit, which keeps back all thought of Indignity or i 
Conception. But what can our Adverſaries have io 
or what Excuſe will they alledge for their Blaſphe 
who bave neither regarded the Honours paid him by | 


Lord, nor dreaded the Threatnings he denounced ©? I 


can mention theſe things without Concern? Is it ut 
plain that even a Child may perceive it, that th 
things are the Preludes to that falling away from t 


the Spirit, and we QUARREL © even with our ©: 
Profeſſions! We are baptized, and again we FIGHT 
He call upon him as the Author of Life, and yet we uy 
temn him as a 'Fellow-fervant! M' receive him 10 
ther with the Father and the Son, and yet diſbonour b. 
as a part of the Creation .. 
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d The original Words Colovay,s and waxoudu ſeem to be 
uſed with alluſion to the Name of thoſe Hereticks who were cal 


a SUUGTOULY 68 or Spirit-fighters. og Cap. 28. 
„„ 


att 
„ 
ight 
and ( 
t he, 
he mf 
e m 
ver 
X pot 
2 alle 
ely tl 
op ti 
he Fi 


it ul! 
"at thi 
from 1 
vhich 4 
elieve 
Our 0X 
GHT 
De cd 
im to 
our bi 


to be h 
were call 


